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IRANIAN EMBASS™ OPENS SPECIAL TRADE BUREAU 
1p091818 Hamburg DPA in German 1744 GMT 9 Apr 30 LD 


{Text] Vienna--A special bureau has been set up at the Iranian Embassy in Vienna to 
deal with the purchase of foodstuffs and spare parts from West Europe, An embassy 
spokesman told the Austrian APA news agency today that the bureau would concentrate on 
purchases from neutral and nonalined states and would cooperate closely with the trade 
missions of Iranian embassies in Europe, 


Tehran apparently wishes to sidestep the American trade embargo through this office, 
The spokesman added that Vienna was chosen on the basis of Iran's “good relations” with 
Austria, It was learned from the Austrian Foreign Ministry that the establishment of 
the bureau was a purely Iranian measure and that Austria maintained normal trade rela- 
tions with Iran. 


Parther Details 
AU100925 Vienna DIE PRESSE in German 10 Apr 80 p 1 AU 
(Special DIE PRESSE report: “Iranian Purchasing Bureau Set Up im Vienna"] 


{text] Vienna--A special bureau was set up at the Iranian Embassy in Vienna early this 
week, It is to study the possibilities for the purchase of raw materials and finished 
goods. As the Iranian Embassy told the AUSTRIA PRESS AGENCY, Iran is also interested in 
the delivery of Austrian goods in view of Austria's neutrality, A Foreign Ministry 
spokesman told DIE PRESSE in this context that this was an interna) measure of the embassy 
about which the Poreign Ministry had not been officially informed, However, he added, 

it is the task of any trade attache or trade delegate to pave the way for new business 
connections. 


GROMYKO TO ATTEND STATE TREATY ANNIVERSARY 
AUO91211 Vienna DIE PRESSE in German 9 Apr 80 pl AU 


{Andreas Unterberger report: "Gromyko's Acceptance: Pour-Power Meeting at State 
Treaty") 


{Text] With Soviet Foreign Minister Andrey Gromyko's acceptance in principle of the 
Austrian invitation to attend the State Treaty anniversary celebrations, a meeting of 
all four signatory states in Vienna now seems possible after all. Of course Gromyko-- 
as well as the foreign ministers of the United States, Great Britain and Prance--may 
call off his visit at any time if anything unexpected turns up, it is stated in Vienna, 


The four ministers' meetin; in Vienna around 15 May would be their first meeting since 
the outbreak of the Afghaiistan crisis. Since on this occasion there might be direct 
talks among the ministerz, the exact details of their Vienna program have not yet been 
fixed, At any rate, their participation in the Hofburg official anniversary ceremony and 
their attendance at the unveiling of a memorial plaque at Belvedere Palace is envisaged, 


In addition to the four ministers, all State Treaty signatories who are still alive 
(foreign ministers and ambassadors of 1955) have been invited to Vienna, Moreover, the 
amiiversary events will be attended by UN Secretary General Waldheim, UN General Assembly 
Chairman Salim (Tanzania), and Council of Burope Secretary General Karasek, 
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WO PLAN TO SEVER RELATIONS WITH IRAN ‘AT PRESENT® 
LDO91430 Hamburg DPA in German 1401 GMT 9 Apr 80 D 


[Excerpts ] Bomm--Bonn is not considering following the example of the United States in 
breaking off diplomatic relations with Iran “at present." This was stressed today by 

Govermment Spokesman Armin Gruenewald following a meeting of the Federal Cabinet which 
was chaired by Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher in place of Federal Chancellor 

Helmut Schmidt who is still on holiday in northern Germany. According to Gruenewald, 

the Federal Govermment [words indistinct] will discuss with its EEC partners what eco- 
nomic boycott measures could be agreed upon. 


According to Gruenewald, the Federal Goverment feels that the failure to date of the 
intensive efforts surrounding the U.S. hostages in Tehran had given rise to a "very 
critical” situation. 


Gruenewald did not respond to a question by a U.S. correspondent as to whether the 
Federal Republic would approve of or even join in a U.S. naval blockade in the Persian 
Gulf. With regard to the German destroyers! planned visit to the Indian Ocean he sta- 
ted that it is a completely normal visit and the ships would "naturally not" enter the 
crisis area, According to a Defense Ministry spokesman, at present there are 155 
Iranian soldiers undergoing training in the Federal Republic. 


State Secretary Guenther van Well of the Foreign Ministry briefed CDU Deputies Alois 
Mertes and Gerhard Kunz today on the U.S. measures against Iran, Mertes afterwards 
told DPA that the CDU/CSU expects the Federal Government to make rapid and considerable 
efforts in the EC so that the sanctions recommended even before the Soviet aggression in 
Afghanistan could be implemented. The deluded Iranian revolutionary leadership, after 
the abortive efforts of the last few weeks, will interpret any further “waiting by the 
humiliated U.S, superpower” and hence by the free West, as weakness and perplexity. In 
the view of the chairman of Bonn'’s CSU group, Friedrich Zimmermam, the Federal Govern- 
ment is trying to avoid solidarity action with the Usiced States by hiding behind well- 
sounding words, 


With regard to Afghanistan, the Federal Governmment!s view was expressed at the Cabinet 
meeting that so far there has been no readiness on the part of the Soviet Union to be- 
gin serious talks on the modalities of a withdrawal by Soviet troops. On the contrary, 
the Soviet Union has increased its military activities in Afghanistan and is trying to 
"lend an aura of legality” to its occupation of Afghanistan by its agreement on troop 


deployment. 
GOVERNMENT SPOKESMAN VIEWS POSSIBLE LOSS OF IRANIAN OIL 
DW100741 Mainz ZDF Television Network in German 1700 GMT 9 Apr 80 DW 


(Excerpt from 9 April press conference by Deputy Government Spokesman Armin Gruenewald 
in Bonn--recorded ] 


[Text ] [Question] Iran has threatened those states which might support the U.S. measures 
with an ofl boycott. In this context, how much oil do we currently buy from Iran and 
what would the loss of this oil mean to us? 


[Answer] The amount went up slightly in January and February to a level of 10 percent of 
our imports, albeit not of our consumption, That was slightly higher. In all of 1979 
it was about 10 percent of our imports, although not of our consumption, 
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[Qvestion] What would the loss mean? 
[Answer] Well, the 10 percent would be gone, would it not? 
[Question] Could this possibly mean gasoline rationing, meaning, ration tickets? 


[Answer] I do not want to indicate today that this is how it will be, but no question 
about it, this is no Easter stroll. 


CDU'S MERTES SEES NEED FOR SOLIDARITY WITH U.S. 
DWO91312 Cologne DEUTSCHE WELLE in German to Europe 1430 GmT 8 Apr 80 Dw 


[Reporter Dieter Jepsen-Foege interview with CDU foreign policy spokesman Dr Alois 
Mertes in Bonn; date not given--recorded ] 


[Text ] [Question] Dr Mertes, U.S. President Carter has announced immediate sanctions 
against Iran, particularly the breaking off diplomatic relations but also a ban on all 
exports from the United States to Iran. How do you assess this hard reaction? 


[Answer] I fully understand this reaction, Iran has gravely violated a sacred right 

of international relations, namely, the inviolability of diplomats. The whole comm- 
nity of nations agrees on that. Out of responsibility for the hostages and also for 
peace, the United States has accepted with admirable patience unprecedented humiliation 
for more than 5 months. I therefore understand President Carter's having taken these 
measures in order to maintain the dignity, honor and international credibility of 
America and to preserve international law. 


[Question] Dr Mertes, you say understanding. President Carter expects support from the 
Western allies in the conflict with Iran and the efforts to free the hostages. How do 
you think the Federal Republic should act? Should we also break diplomatic relations? 
Should we also take part in an economic boycott? 


[Answer] This problem was the subject of talks amd also agreement between the United 
States and its allies, including the FRG, once before. That was in early December when 
Secretary of State Vance was in Bonn to discuss this problem, The opposition fully 
Supported the stance of the Federal Republic at that time; we were informed about it by 
the govermment. We expect that actions and not words will now continue to support the 
credibility of our most powerful ally through solidarity on our part. The power and 
determination of the United States is a prerequisite for peace and for the preservation 
of our security. 


[Question] You say solidarity, but what does that mean in this situation following 
Carter's speech, following the announcement of sanctions? 


[Answer] This may possibly mean complete identity of our measures. But it may also 
mean a variant in the U.S, measures. This has to be agreed on between the Federal 
Government and the U.S, Government in a dialog full of trust. What might ensue here 
is a division of labor similar to that on the issue of the reaction to the Soviet 
imvasion of Afghanistan. We expect full and unbroken conformity in the agreement of 
the measures to be taken in this respect. 


[Question] Being the opposition party, you would not at this time make any specific 
recommendations to the Federal Government in the way of, say, severance of diplomatic 
relations or the imposition of economic sanctions? 
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[Answer] You can give such advice responsibly only when you are familiar with the detsils. 
All we are familiar with is the speech by President Carter. We are familiar with the case 
history over the past 5 months, since the taking of the hostages. In December we declared 
our solidarity with the alliance and with the Federal Goverment in this question once 

we had been informed. Such information is not yet available. I think it would be careless 
to advance specific proposals to the Federal Govermment here. 


[Question] Dr Mertes, how do you Judge the prospects that Iran will now release the 
hostages under the pressure brought to bear by the United States? After all, this is what 
the President hopes to achieve. 


[Answer] Iran, its goverment leadership, will now be facing very serious problems. In 
the north of Iran the Soviet Union is standing by, ready to invade. Iran will have to 
realize and to decide whether it will give priority to its irrational, uncontrolled hatred 
for the United Stetes or to the preservetion of the Iranian people which they believed they 
have liberated from a burden and on which they ere now imposing heavy internal and externsl 
burdens whose outcome nobody can yet predict. Ultimately the unity of Iran is in jeopardy. 
All of us know that the Soviet Union wanted to seize part of Iran after 1945. The problems 
which Iran faces today go far beyond the destiny of Iran itself. We shall see whether the 
men who rely so much on Allah and Muhammad vill in fact act in responsibility to God end 
peace. 


CDU DEPUTY VIEWS OPTIONS IN TRADE CUTS WITH IRAN 


DW100943 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German to East and West Germany 0519 GMT 9 Apr 
80 IW 


(Correspondent Christian Berg interview with CDU Bundestag Deputy Kerl-Heinz Narjes in 
Bonn; date not given--recorded] 


[Text] [Question] Does the German economy or the Federal Government have any options for 
bringing pressure to bear on Iran, on its Islemic goverment, in the form of economic sanctions? 


[Answer] Germany alone would wield only limited influence in this respect, because the 
question can only be whether we can contribute toward the objective of the political and 
economic isolation of Iran jointly with our partners in the European Community, in NATO, with 
the United States and, beyond that, with as many states of the United Nations as possible. 


[Question] What form would this take in the case of the Federal Republic in the event the 
German economy or the Federal Government decided to a through with it? 


[Answer] President Carter's decision to cut off negotiations because of their futility is 

but 36 hours old, We are not yet familiar with the precise contents of his idea about 
instituting an economic boyce''. We are aware of an earlier decision by the UN Security 
Council which has slready dea)* with such a trade ben against Iran but which failed due to 

the Soviet Union's veto in eiriy January. If we teke this decision as s basis for our 
considerations, for example, then I believe that despite the protestations of the incumbent 
economics minister of this revolutionary government in Iran--ard what else could he say indeed-- 
the implementation of such a universally observed boycott is bound to mean tangible disad- 
vantages for Iran, 


[Question] Trade with Iran has decreased considerably from the German side anyway, but 
obviously the members of the European Community still have a considerable share in supplying 
commodities which are vital to Iran in the true sense of the word, What I mean is 
foodstuffs and commodities needed daily. Is it conceivable at a11 that trade in these goods 
would be discontinued altocether’ 
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[Answer] Naturally you can answer the question of whether this is conceivable in the 
affirmative in abstract terms. Whether it is feasible in practical] terms or whether it 
is expedient to go up to this point is a different questian. 


It is now e matter of stating in cooperation with our partners of the European Comsunity--and 
this is = classic case of cooperation among the Nine--to what extent we can and want 

to take part in the American wishes, I1 repeat that at the moment, as far as I know, 

they have not been definitely outlined, But what we will do thereafter ought to be quickly 
decided, without hesitation and delays or halfhesr... action and unclear statements which 
would spoil the effect. 


[Question] I hear in your answer a certain skepticism as to whether such = total economic 
boycott vis-a-vis iran would make sense, 


[Answer] At the United Nations a11 Western partners voted for such a decision. I do not know 
exactly whether they will still abide by it today. I care very much about cohesion, 
Therefore, first of all, I want to see what can be done in agreement, aside from detsils 

such as whether pharmaceutical products will be exempted, for example, and what kind of 
foodstuffs will be exempted sand a few other things. Aside from such details I still believe 
thet just the ban on spare parts, for example, and that similar measures could inflict 
considerable disadvantages on the Iranian economy. 


[Question] Suppose the Western allies decide to take such » measures Don'twe need to 
fear that what will happen is that Iranian Economics Minister Salimi has declared, namely, 
that the countries of the East bloc will declare their readiness te fill the gap? Sslimi 
has said that the GDR would be receptive to increased economic cooperation with Iran, 


[Answer] This has to be expected because it was the GDR and the Soviet Union, after all, 
which foiled the UN resolution in January. But then we would have to assess the problems 
in a broader interrelation. After all, what matters here is not just the question of 
solidarity with the United States in a conflict, in a bilateral conflict between Tehran 

and dashington, but the community under international law et lerge, the manner and mode of 
how a1l1 civilized nations endeavor in solidarity to make the institutions of international 
law prevail whenever they are threatened, If we allow the law of foreign missions, which 
is the most primitive and oldest in international lew, to be trampled and the blackmailer to 
utter threats to boot, then nobody can speak of peace policy any longer without experiencing 
@ bitter taste. Then this also means that the hour of truth will have come for the Soviet 
Union in the East bloc as to whether it want to actively support and sdopt this trompling 
on this elementary international lew by the i: :nlan Government, 


[Question] You said the most important prerequisite would be cohesion in the Western camp 
with regard to measures. If such boycott measures are to be applied, they must to be sure in 
effect contain the principle of success, In other words, you must certainly assume thsat--if 
Iran should se boycotted--there really should be no trade, [eo you believe that this can be 
achieved? Isn't the history of boycott measures so far actually evidence for the fact that 
they have not been adhered to at 117 


[Answer] It is true that a boycott will be effective only if it is implemented effectively 
and if as many parties as possible teke pert in it. We can find that out only by looking 
at every product. I do not fully agree with your assessment of earlier boycott measures. 
Decisive political effects have been achieved by boycott measures in history. 
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We always forget, for example, that Japan's entering the war against the United States 
in 1941 to a great extent was the result of the American boycott on shipping strategic 
goods to Japan. This is just an example showing that a boycott can actually be 
effective. 


Whether an effective boycott will take place this time can be determined only--arnd this 
is why I made my introductory remarks--by viewing the structure and composition of trade 
individually, amd particularly once one has found out which products needed by Iran can 
come only from the West, sc that they cannot be replaced by shipments from the GDR, 

the East bloc or the Soviet Union, 


Moreover, we should not forget that the Iranians are not particularly enthusiastic 
about being exposed only to the Soviet Union and to being dependent on it. The 
Afghanistan conflict has clearly demonstrated the great reservations the Revolutionary 
Govermment of Iran has about the policy of the Soviet Union, If Iran were now to turn 
toward the Soviet Union, it would become dependent on a most unloved and overly power- 
ful northern neighbor. That cannot be Iran's aim, It is, therefore, in a greater 
dilemma than it admits externally. 


U.S. ALLIES SHOULD HELP AVOID THE WORST OVER IRAN 
DWO91207 Frankfurt FRANKFURTER RUNDSCHAU in German 9 Apr 80 p 3 DW 
(Hans-Herbert Gaebel editorial: "Before the Open Conflict”) 


[Text] Trade between the United States and Iran in past months has shrunk to in- 
significance anyway. Iranian assets have been frozen and the disruption of diplomatic 
relations has only ended an unprecedentedly absurd relationship where one end of the 
diplomatic line was lost in an Iranian people's prison, So far President Carter's 
sanctions against Iran are rather moderate, even though they seem wild at first glance, 


He had to do something effective in public since, in actuality, he was not dealing with 
the well-meaning though terribly weak representatives of the Iranian governmental 
apparatus who nevertheless spoke as if they had something to say, but rather with the 
militant clergy and the occupiers of the embassy who represent all different colors, 
and because of the fact that this has now definitely become clear. The American 
President was no longer able to accept the endless humiliations, Until this Easter 
weekend he had withstood the changes from hope to maliciousness with a good and 
finally almost devout attitude; but he is a politician who is also the President of 
the hostages in Tehran, He wants to be reelected and he must take the growing unrest 
of his compatriots into consideration, 


But he is facing adversaries who see the world through bunker slits. They want to 
keep the crisis boiling. They still believe they can get their hands on the shah in 
this way and at the same time be able to continue the revolution, whatever that may 
mean in that contradictory country. Carter is now supplying them with the image of an 
enemy which they urgently need, Khomeyni almost thanked the Americans for it, 


These comparatively mild sanctions may not be all, Early this year the U.S. Government 
considered taking tougher action, the arguments of friends and probably also their 
own insight were stronger at that time, But since the newest sanctions will most 
likely help the hostages as little as all the earlier countermoves, the temptation can 
become overly powerful to apply violence, such as blocking sccess to [Iranian ports, 
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The prophets who predicted that the great conflict was still in the offing seam to be 
right. Khomeyni and his believers are not concerned by the fact that they might force 
the center of the Mideastern quake fron Afghanistan back to their country again, thus, 

in a certain way, almost justifying the invasion of the Red Army. The American President 
can be as careful as he wants to now, but it will behard for him to retreat and any 
forward move will lead him directly into an open conflict. 


Khomeyni and his people have demonstrated in the past weeks, and not merely to the 
archenemy United States, how little they are of this world and how inaccessible to 
normal reasoning. They have rebuffed much good will. The UN secretary general, the 
European Community, influential countries such as the Federal Republic have tried to 
help the hostages and avoid the open conflict that was coming closer and closer. It 
was an effort made in vain because the official Iranian representatives abroad have so 
little to say at home. Just one person is in possession of the truth against the stupid 
and evil rest of the world. That cannot work. 


This will make it more and more difficult for the allies of America to dodge Washington's 
expectation of clear solidarity. A blockade of Iranian ports, for example, if it is 
supposed to be effective at all, must be supported by the most important trade nations, 
or else it must be implemented against then. The attempt to contain the twin crises 

in the Middle East, which has been pursued so far with some success, would then pro- 
bably nave to be disrupted. 


Because of the great inflammability of Iranian oil, and also because of the Soviets, 
who would be the winners, America's allies, at least the reasonable among them, still 
have good reason to do their share to avoid the worst. But for America's friends there 
are limits which are becoming tighter and tighter due to loyalty to the alliance, on 
the one hand, and stupidity on the other. President Carter in his Monday speech an- 
nounced that his government will coordinate further steps with the allies. But the law 
of action has so far been clearly on the side of Tehran. Washington's intention to 
turn that around can change more than just the relations between the United States and 
Iran. 


SCHMIDT WILL HAVE TO 'MAKE UNPLEASANT DECISIONS!’ OVER IRAN 
DWO91255 Frankfurt FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE in German 9 Apr 80 p 1 Iw 
{Article signed VCK.: “Bonn Is Challenged") 


[Text] Will the Buropeans join the American sanctions against Iran’? It will depend 
particularly en Bonn and Paris as to how the heavily battered confidence between Burope 
and the United States develops in the future, How England could take part in the 
American measures against the dictatorship of the mullahs was examined on Tuesday in 
London. In Bom, however, there is still an embarrassing silence. In Bonn, America 

is primarily considered the one responsible for protecting Western oil interests on 
the Persian Gulf. French President Giscard d'Estaing objected in a vague way to the 
American Mideast policy while in several Arab countries on the Persian Gulf recently. 
Giscard d'Estaing and Schmidt have agreed so far on the comfortable opinion that Burope 
could limit itself to verbal protests in the politica) struggle for the fate of the 
American diplomats in Tehran. 


The American policy toward the East may not always have been very fortunate. Sone 
Buropeans would have sometimes wished that the American President had a more secure 
and firm hand on the Iranian crisis. But if one compares him with the Buropeans, 
Carter in his Iranian policy has almost the courage of a lion. [paragraph continues) 
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America does not depend as fully on the oil of the Arab countries om the Perr in Gulf 
as western Surope. These countries vill tailor their future policy vis-a-vis the West 
according to the determination and unity with which the leading Western states act in 
the Iranian crisis. 


Iraq is certainly not a friend of the Western democracies. But the Iragis have an al- 
most traditional emmity with the Iranians. Fearful weakness by the West vis-a-vis 
Tehran does not impress them. The oil sonarchs of the Arabian Peninsula have an even 
worse opinion of Ayatollah Khomeyni. In the coming weeks all these countries will look 
not only at Paris, but most of all at Bom. Schmidt will have to make up his mind to 
make unpleasant decisions, although it will probably not fit into his political plans. 


FPRANKFPURTER ALLGEMEINE NOTES MARXIST INFLUENCE iN IRAN 
DW100757 Frankfurt FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE in German 10 Apr 60 p 1 Dw 
(Commentary signed VCK,: “What Will Burope Do") 


{Text] For the time being the effect of the U.S. sanctions on the daily life of the 
Iranians may be sligit. Yet the decision by President Carter not to trust further ex- 
cuses and protestations from Tehran any longer has changed the situation. The political 
leadership team in Iran will be viewed with more critical eyes in the future, not only 
in the United States but also in Europe. The fairy tale pramoted by smart specialists 
of the Soviet services for deceptive information that the Iranian Revolution is deter- 
mined solely by the spiritual values of the Islamic religion is gradually losing its 
convincing force for naive minds in the West. The men surrounding the old Ayatollah 
Khomeyni maintain excellent relations with the communist Tudeh Party. The informetion 
about influential Marxists in the inner circle around Khomeyni, sbout whom the military 
correspondent of this newspaper reports from Brussels citing an often well-informed 
source, appears to be credible indeed. 


It is inevitable that the community of the Iranian and Sovie. interests will gain even 
greater sigiificance in the future as a result of the intensification of the U.S, 
sanctions even if both Moscow and Tehran seek to camouflage that as they have in the 
past. For the Buropeans this makes the compulsion all the more embarrassing to decide 
either for Washington or for Tehran. The Americans are right when they remind the 
European allies that a refusal of solidarity with the United States in the Iranian 
crisis will jeopardize the future oil supply of Western Burope. Burope can do without 
the Iranian o11, but not without the energy policy commmnity with the United States. 


The Iranian crisis has been plunged into the most dangerous phase only up to this point 
through the cooperation of Ayatollah Khomeyni with the kidnappers, & cooperation hardly 
camouflaged anymore. Terrorists have attacked embassies and declared diplomatic hos- 
tages in many states of the world. But the fact that the most influential man in the 
state--and this is why Mhomeyni still is in Iran--publicly approves such an ac’ of 
terror and covers the hostage-taking criminals is unique. President Carter is being 
foreed by the Iranians into harsher and harsher reactions, wether he likes it or not, 
And how will Burope behave’ 


CARTER'S OTHER MEASURES HAVE IMPLICATIONS FOR EUROPE 
pWO91225 Munich SUEDDEVTSCHE ZEITUNG in German 9 Apr 60 p 4 tw 


(Kleus Arnsperger Washington dispatch: “Carter's Limited Options") 


(Text] With the severance of diplomatic relations with Tehran the 0.5, President has 
introduced another phase in the Iran crisis which has now been éragg.ng on for 5 months. 


(paragraph continues} 
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Mearmhile, nobody in the mited States believes this step will lead to an early release 
of the 50 hostages who haves been held captive in Tehran since last November. A close 
look will show that the other sanctions imposed on Iran by Jimmy Carter are sore of 
symbolic character than of practical value. The cutoff of trade with the United States 
will not hit the rulers in Tehran as long as Iranian oil continues to find buyers in 
Western Surope and Japan. The fact that Carter now wants to use the estimated $6 billion 
in Iranian assets, which have been frozen in U.5, banks since November 1979, te cover 

the claims of damestic companies and citizens on Tehran will not free the hostages any 
earlier. But the President has tightened the screws a few turns. 


The *ranian crisis, which fran the outset moved the Americans in a deeper and stronger 
marmer than the Russian invasion of Afghanistan, now stands revealed in all its danger- 
ousness for the world. Carter's measures, which at first glance appear to be comparably 
harmless. serve nc other goal than to make it clear to the Iranian rulers that the U.5. 
reserves of peaceful mears for liberating the hostages are gradually running out. 
Granted, Carter was careful not to make outrigit threats of military force. Since the 
begimming of the hostages’! captivity nothing has changed in the fundamental consideration 
that any attempt to liberate them by a coup would seriously jeopardize their lives. But 
this time Carter ventured farther ahead than he has ever done before: In the event the 
actions now decided upon do not lead to the “speedy” release of the hostages, the 
President plans to resort to “other measures.” 


To leave no option for the liberation of his 50 compatriots untried, Carter, in the 
past several months, has endured impatient criticism from his own country and degrading 
humiliations fromiran. Ina way Carter is carrying the cross for 200 million Americans 
from whose midst not a single reasonable proposal has been forthcaming to this day for 
a different course of action in this situation without endangering the lives of the 
hostages. In part the President's changing attitude was the result of a changing situ- 
ation in Iran, but it was also a result of the compulsion to have political regard for 
the vital interests of the Japanese and West Buropean allies who would be plunged into 
economic chaos by a sudden exhaustion of the Iranian ollwells as a consequence of an 
airtight U.S. blockade or punitive military action. Again America's public would have 
shown little understanding if the President had not exploited all chances for coming 
to terms with the new head of state, Bani-Sadr, who has been in office since January 
and who appears to be receptive to understanding. 


But comsidering the latest developments, the impotence of Bani-Sadr and the stubborn 
inflexibility of Ayatollah Khomeyni cannot be doubted any longer. The hostages’ situ- 
ation is deteriorating due to the fact that they not only represent pawns in the internal 
Iranian power struggle, but they are more often also secoming objects of the U.S. election 
campaign--even thoug: nearly al. U.S. politicians, with extraordinary self-restraint, 

have so far refrained from turning the topic into a domestic weapon against Carter. 
Meanmvhile, however, there are many indications that the U.5, public is threatening to 
lose patience with its President. It wants to see action, even if it does not know 

what kiné of action. As a result, the compulsion to act becomes stronger every day the 
elections ¢raw nearer. His political destiny would probably be sealed if the prisoners 

of Tehran are still not free by August, at the time of the Democratic neminating convention. 


Which “other measures” Carter has available today is a real question of fate for the 
entire Western alliance. The answer to this question is no less important for Western 
Burope than it is for the United States. If we set aside the fate of the hostages for 

a moment. it turns out that the Russian invasion of Afghanistan has narrowed down the 
military options of the Americans considerably: The occupation of even a part of Iran, 
even if it were expressly limited in Guration, is no longer conceivable without immediate 
Russian counteraction. Hence, the fanatic Ayatollah Khameyni has succeeded in turning 
tran into a new, world political powder keg. [paragraph continues} 
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Conceivably the mining of Iranian oil por’s or a selective sea blockade which would make allowances 
for Western Burope's and Japan's dependency is the ultimate U.S. step short of military 
confrontation with the Soviet Union. At their forthcaming conference the EC goverments 
will be facing serious decisions: Should the United States take up arms because of the 
hostages. the lights would first go out in Burope. 


GOR, WEST BERLIN OFFICIALS MEET POR TALS 
LDOS1700 East Berlin ADN International Service in German 1437 GwT 8 Apr 80 LD 


([Text] West Berlin--The heaé of department in the GDR Ministry for Foreis:: Affairs, 
Ambassador Dr Walter Mueller, and Senator Gerhard Junze, delegate of the West Berlin 
Senat, met for a discussion on Tuesday in West Berlin's Schoeneberg Tow Hall. ‘The 
Siscussion involved issues relating to relations between the GDR and West Berlin. The 
meeting took place in a businesslike atmosphere. 


GENSCHER TO ATTEND ZIMAABWE INDEPENDENCE CEREMONY 
LDO910%4 Hamburg DPA in German C945 GMT 9 Apr 50 LD 


[Text] Bonn--Pederal Poreig Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher will attend Zimbabwe 
Rhodesia's independence ceremonies in Salisbury on 18 April. ‘This was confirmed by 
the Bonn Foreign Ministry today. 


The Poreign Ministry statexs=* stresses that in this way the Federal Goverrment is ex- 
pressing its will to coopera*e with the new state. It believes that Zimbabwe will play 
an important political and economic role in southern Africa. The settlement of the 
Rhodesian problems by means of negotiations and implementation of the Zimbabwe people's 
rignt to self-determination in free and fair elections are encouraging signs of peace 
and stability being brougit to the region. 


PLO OFFICIAL ASKS FOR CURTAILMENT OF MOSAAD IN FRG 
DWO91520 Prankfurt Hessischer Rundfunk Network in Germa; 1190 GwT 8 Apr 30 Iw 


{Excerpt from statement of ‘Abdullah al-Pranji, PLO representative in Bonn; date not 
given--recorded) 


(Text) I appeal to the Pederal Republic of Germany to do all it can to prevent the 
activity of the Israeli intelligence service, The Israelis are trying to recruit the 
Palestinians whe have sougit asylum and who are i:ving here so as to send them back to 
Beirut or back to Arab countries, probably with the intention ef torpedoing the improved 
relations between Germany and the Arab world and algo with the Palestinians, probably 
also in order to bring the figiting back to German territery agin. 
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FEAR OF IRANIAN 'CASTROISM' PROMPTS EUROPEAN CAUTION 
1D101135 Paris LE MONDE in French 10 Apr 80 p 1 ID 
(Editorial: “Understandable Reservations"] 


(Text ] Washington clearly needs its allies in order to bring Iran to a settlement: 
Indeed, the sanctions taken against Tehran would remain largely symbolic if Europe did 
not back them. Ina way Washington is pointing out that, without the Soviet veto, the 
UN Security Council would have voted for retaliatory measures in mid-January and these 
have been rendered even more mustified by the development of the crisis. 


The United States is suggesting in particular reducing to a minimum the staffs in the 
Islamic Republic's diplomatic missions, imposing an almost total trade embargo (the 
only exceptions being food and pharmaceutical products), canceling all forms of credit 
and boycotting aircraft and ships registered in Iran. President Carter had taken the 
precaution of sending a letter to his main allies informing them of what he intended 

to do if negotiations with Tehran were to fail. The U.S. ambassadors in Bonn and London 
notebly reminded their interlocutors on Tuesday of Washington's desire tosee its 
Special allies show a little more cooperation in the Iranian affair. Paris and Tokyo 
have not been forgotten, even though the State Department does not have too many 
illusions about then. 


Initial reactions are not very encouraging for MrCarter. Britain which, with Canada, 
is prepared to go furthest in supporting U.S. action, is one of the European countries 
most dependent on Iranian oil which, despite the relative autonomy provided by North 
Sea production, somewhat limits its field of action. 


The FRG, Which is still Iran's main Western economic partner, also has interests to 
preserve, While Japan alone imports almost as much Iranian oil as all the nine EEC 
countries do together. 


Moreover, Paris is emphasizing the fact that the Nine had already envisaged diplomatic 
action against Iran last November but that these measures were rejected in order not to 
close all channels of communication with Tehran and to protect European nationals 
staying in the country. 


The Americans are prepared to make the best of things for a few days at least and give 
their partners time to think and consult with each other. 


There is, moreover, still some hope that the Nine might manage to reach a jc.nt position 
which would go a little further than the soothing words dispensed so far. Consultation 
within the EEC should be fairly quick. Despite its wish not to give the impression of 
rushing its allies, the United States is nonetheless leaking some remarks which look very 
much like pressure. Washington is making it known that the Europeans have no interest 

in weighing their o11 supplies against Western solidarity since they have no guarantee 
that these supplies will definitely be maintained. 


In addition to considering their own interests, the U.S. allies could point out that, 
for reasons connected largely to public opinion pressure, the U.S. leaders are taking 
a dangerous path. 


Some 20 years ago President Eisenhower helped to throw Cuba into the USSR's arms by 
taking very se’ ere economic sanctions. Arousing an Iranian form of Castroism would 
have such serious comequences for the United States and the entire West that it is 
easy to uncerstand the reservations felt by allies who certainly feel solidarity but 


are forced to be cautious. 
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IZ MONDE: CARTER'S SANCTIONS ON IRAN ‘LARGELY SYMBOLIC’ 
1D091209 Paris IZ MONDE in French 9 Apr 80 pl D 
(Editorial: "A Dangerous Maneuver" ] 


[Text] The retaliatory measures against Iran solemnly announced by President Carter 
Monday evening are largely symbolic since they affect spheres in which relations between 
the two countries have been virtually nonexistent for several months. For instance, 
breaking off diplomatic relations has a powerful emotional impact but does not funda- 
mentally change relations between Washington and Tehran which obviously no longer 
follow conventional diplomacy. 


The same remark holds true for trade relations. U.S. exports to Iran had fallen to 
$1.8 million in March--an insignificant figure compared with the monthly average of 
$300 million in 1978. The decision to draw up a list of all Iranian public assets in 
the United States, and of private assets which are now exposed to claims by ordinary 
citizens or companies which have suffered losses in Iran, is also more an interim 
measure than a real sanction. Only the refusal to renew current visas could have 
specific serious consequences for the tens of thousands of Iranian students in the 
United States, at least if it is applied as "strictly" as Mr Carter wishes. 


President Carter, who is criticized on his right by Ronald Reagan, his most credible 
Republican rival in the White House race, and even attacked on his left by a liberal 
"dove" like Mr McGovern, had to "do something." Wobody in the upper echelons of the 
U.S. administration seriously believe that the sanctions announced Monday will make a 
positive contribution to the hostages!’ release. However, there is no doubt that as a 
presidential candidate Mr Carter could not easily wait mich longer. 


The U.S. President was also shocked by the casual way in which the official Iranian 
leaders passed their responsibilities onto the Revolution Council and Imam Khomeyni. 


Nonetheless, the new Iranian-U.S. crisis will help to strengthen the radical wing of 
the Tehran regime and hence the supporters of a "permanent revolution” in that country. 
The tension developing with Iraq also serves this wing, especially since the threat of 
a military confrontation seems - zal. 


President Bani-Sadr undoubtedly came off worst in Tehran Monday, since he has clearly 
staked his authority on obtaining the hostages' transfer to govermment control in ex- 
change for a promise of noninterference from the United States. The president's plan 
was thwarted by a clever campaign waged by the “hard-line” elements in the Revolution 
Council led by Ayatollah Beheshti of the Islamic Republican Party, which will probably 
dominate “he Iranian Parliament and limit the president's freedom of action. 


The economic measures taken by Washington are regarded as beneficial by the most in- 
transigent Iranian leaders since, according to them, they will enable the country to 
build a more independent economy. They would only be really damaging if West Europe 
were to aline with the United States. The Iranians would then have no other choice 

than to turn to the industrialized states in the socialist camp, above all, the USSR, 


Despite his hostility to “international communism," which he denounced a few days ago, 
Imam Khomeyni, like An-Nasir before him, could lower the tone of his ideological and 
political hostility and make a pact with all those who would help Iran resist the 
American “big Satan." 
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LEGISLATORS TO DEBATE U.S.-IRAN SITUATION 
AU100925 Rome ANSA in English 0825 GMT 10 Apr 80 AU 


[Excerpt] Rome, April 10 (ANSA)--The Social Demoerats (PSDI) (Cossiga's erstwhile govern- 
ment partners in the preceding government, which also included the Liberal Party--PLI) 
filed a question in Parliament yesterday calling on the new government to commit itself 
to "publicly demonstrating” its solidarity with the United States in the U.S.-Iran hostage 
crisis. 


Observers here view the tone of the PSDI document as such that it may spark reservations 
within the PSI [Italian Socialist Party] and the parliamentary debate on this problem 
could trigger a rift within the government coalition. 


pc (Christian Democrat] Flaminio Piccoli wrote an article appearing in today's issue of 
the party mouthpiece IL POPOLO dealing with these issues and the speedy solution of the 
government crisis. Piccoli observed that the problems facing the new government “are 
many and urgent and do not leave room for uncertainty...because the international situa- 
tion does not leave time". The DC secretary appealed to the parties of the new majority 
to base government management not only on paperwork but also on political willingness. 


Meanwhile the rightwing faction of former DC Minister Vito Scalia issued a statement 
yesterday criticizing the new government lineup and said that the two traditional allies 
of the party of the relative majority, the PSDI and PLI have been “lacerated". 


The editor-in-chief of the Communist Party weekly RDIJASCITA Luciano Barca wrote in the 
latest issue that the second Cossiga cabinet is “ambigucus, ambivalently clever and 
uncertain". The Communist Party's criticism of the new government was also underscored 

by Aldo Tortorella in a televised debate last night with DC member Gian Aldo Arnaud. 
Tortorella spoke of “malgovernment” and “multiplication of ministries and undersecretaries", 
while Arnaud replied that the new government is not considered satisfactory even by the DC 
which would have preferred "a wider ranging sclidarity of democratic parties". 


ITALIAN DEPENDENCE ON IRANIAN OIL DECREASING 
AU100900 Rome ANSA in English 0820 GMT 10 Apr 80 AU 


[Text] Rome, April 10 (ANSA)--Iran's importance in Italian ofl supplies decreased con- 
siderably in 1979, dropping to 2.2 million tons compared to 14 million in 1978. This 
essential factor has attenuated alarm in Italian economic circles over the scope of a 
possible suspension of Iranian crude exports in the wake of the growing tension between 
Iran and the United States. 


The break in diplomatic relations between the United States and Iran had sparked concern 
for potential disruption of the Italian economy. [Iran has threatened to cut off oil from 
any country which takes part in economic sanctions. The problem, which is of a political 
nature, will probably be discussed within Buropean Economic Community (EEC) forums. 


While modest, Iran's oil supplies to Italy (two percent in 1979 compared to 13 percent 
in 1978), are nevertheless a slice of the country's vital energy needs. 


The Libyan Jamahiriyah has recently decided to eut back its production of ofl by twenty 
percent, meaning Italy will receive annually three million tons of crude less from the 
north African country. Current forecasts pin Italy's oil deficit for 1980 at about five 
million 290 thousand tons of crude. 
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PCI'S PAJETTA JUSTIFIES DECISION TO FOREGO PARIS MEETLIG 
10091345 Rome L'UNITA in Italian 4 Apr 80 p & LD 


[Apparent text of PCI Directorate member Gian Carlo Pajetta 2 April speech at PCI National 
Council meeting in Rome: "New Dimension of Our Internationalism"] 


[Text] Our party's leadership bodies have taken--and certainly not lightly--an import ant 
decision whose significance will be felt by all our comrades and which must be discussed 
further in all our organizations and with theworkers. We believe that it too can form 
part of the debate and mobilization for the election campaign and must remind us of our 


responsibility and commitment. 


Comrade Cossutta has already announced the decision taken jointly by our party Directorate 
and regional secretaries. I feel that what has been said has been clear and that it must 
become increasingly clear in the weeks ahead to all our party's leaders and members. Though 
this work has already been started, we would like, nevertheless, to further clarify our 
stance to all workers' parties, liberation movements and forces with which we have worked 
and fought for so many years and with which--we wish to stress this forcefully--we intend 

to continue working and fighting for peace, socialism, detente and international cooperation, 
for peace throughout the world. 


First, it must be said that we consider that the decision taken is consistent with the 
policy which we have been pursuing for years and which we have not been alone in pursuing. 
In this connection, it seems to us legitimate to invoke the experience of the workers movement, 
the decisions taken explicitly together with other revolutionary parties and movements and-- 
looking even further back, as far as the communist varties are concerned-- 

the essential djecisions taken unanimously, such as the decision to dissolve the 
Third International. Of course we are not disowning that experience. Comintern was a 
vanguard, an organization of combatants within which there developed leadership cadres 

such as Palmiro Togliatti, Dolores Ibarruri, Tito, Ho Chi Minh--men and women, international 
revolutionaries and patriots who made an original and enthusiastic contribution to political 
formulation and struggle. And this is why they left a living mark in their countries and 
throughout the world, The dissolution of Comintern was certainly no announcement of a 
failure. I believe it was in fact perhaps the highest point reached by a movement which 
was performing, through the harshest and most glorious struggle (the antifascist war), 

its role as a unitary vanguard and which, for that very reason, could believe that the 

time had come to break away from an obsolete system so as to exert a greater and better 
influence together with other forces on a very harsh situation--open, nevertheless, to 
prospects of peace, liberation and the advance to socialism. 


Of course I do not nos want to recount the history of the workers and communist movement, 
but we must not forget the difficulties and frictions--which sometimes became splits, 
conflicts and even tragedies--of that process. We know what delays and damage occurred 
when people forgot or failed fully to understand the lesson of an internationalism which 
should reject the single model and the single leadership, which should admit a dialectic 
composed of joint work and orginal contributions--an internationalism which should reflect 
a not merely respectful solidarity, but one enriched by every country's real independence 
and every party's real autonomy. This led to conflicts which seemed irreparable--let us 
recall 1948--and to still persisting antagonisms which others, excluding ourselves, 
perhaps believe cannot end. We would point out here that the imminent visit to China by 
a delegation from our party bears witness both to our tenacity and to our hope. 
(paragraph continues ] 








na 


VII. 10 Apr 80 L ITALY & THE VATICAN 


It bears sitness to what we have learned through very harsh experiences --namely, that 
the ever broader unity of the workers’ and revolutionary movement is an essential 
element which must be safeguarded and revived when it lapses. As far as we are con- 
cerned, this umity does not imply absolute sameness, just as joint action does not imply 
monolithism to us. We have always regarded this unity as a previous asset, just as we 
have devoted increasing attention to these issues. 


The antifascist uprising of the partisan war and the liberation, to which so many 
different forces contributed, would have been impossible without unity. The unity of 
the socialists and communists--when this has been properly achievede-has been one of the 
essential factors enabling the united workers movement to rally new alliances, And again 
now unity with the liberation movements has a profound significance and importance for 
us--not only because of the relations which bind us to them, but also because of the 
repercussions caused by the unity, this solidarity, in every country. Let everyone in 
Italy note the example of our fraternal relations with the PLO, the positive results 
which our work has achieved in the convergence among our country's democratic forces on 
a platform of ‘arity with the Palestinian people's inalienable rights, in a joint 
struggle to eli e a now intolerable scourge from the heart of the Mediterranean. 





of course unity is not easy, History has taught us this. Let us merely consider the 
war in Algeria, when commmists and socialists were alined with opposite camps --those 
who were with the government, ministers and administrators and those who expressed soli- 
darity with the Algerian people. These were such complex processes that not even the 
Communist Party fully managed to gain acknowledgement of its solidarity with the FL 
(National Liberation Front], which represented the Algerian revolution and led it to 
victory. 


Acting Together With Other Forces 


Let us consider, as a positive example, the unity built around Vietnam, wWe welcomed it 
as an effective point of convergence for the entire workers movement, for commnist 
parties all over the world--and this is how it was for many years. At one time this 
unity also embraced the vast majority of Italian citizens. It was achieved partly 
because we saw a sign from the Vietnamese comrades that they wanted not only to reunify 
the country but also to gather around themselves a broad alinement of different political 
and social forces, 


As far as we :.re concerned, the role of the communist parties--even which still represent 
only limited ‘ orces--is to be constantly a wnitary vanguard, This does not imply obscuring 
one's own specific quality as commmists, What it does mean is rejecting delay, smashing 
isolation, exerting an autonomous role, acting together with other forces and regenerating 
oneself, Let us recall the experience of Cuba, where a vanguard of communists who did, 
after all, prove their capacity for struggle and sacrifice, realized that others, despite 
their different ideological framework and tradition, could not only cooperate, but could 
even comstitute a decisive force and become the leading force for a revolutionary trans - 
formation. 


And is it not perhaps extraordinary what has been achieved in the direction of once 
unforeseeable innovation by movements which have developed outside Comintern--I am 
thinking about Mozambique, Zimbabwe and Nicaragua? These experiences strengthen our 
hope but, conversely, also create a need for criticism and self<riticism where results 
have been negative, where people believed that internationalism could wait and that 
somebody else would essentially perform the task which everyone must perform in their 
own country by establishing deep roots among the working classes. [paragraph contimes] 
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This is why even today we reassert--in the quest for new world balances based on detente-- 
the value of the October Revolution and the existence of the Soviet Union, though there 
are secondary aspects or actions with which we disagree and foward which we are explicitly 
critical, as therefore seems right. We are pointing all this out, while bearing in mind 
that everyone has his own tasks and can have an original function, This applies to the 
great Soviet Union; it applies also, for instance, to the much smaller Yugoslavia which 
has succeeded, proceeding from its own experience and the originality of its research, 

in pursuing a policy capable of stretching across all continents--the option of non- 
alinement as a hypothesis not only for preventing an empire, imperialism, from being able 
to dominate the world, but also for rejecting the illusion that bipolarism is the ulti- 
mate possible goal, ruling out conflict. 


As far as we are concerned, we have always done our internationalist duty, working with 
all our strength with a desire to make an autonomous, positive contribution, without 
ignoring the existence of diversities. We can certainly not be accused of lacking modesty 
if we recall once again Togliatti's work and the Yalta memorandum, if we recall party 
Chairman Luigi Longo's life and his leadership. And we would here like to recall how 
Comrade Enrico Berlinguer, on instructions from our party Directorate and after lengthy 
discussions, signed among ths documents at the 1969 world conference in Moscow only that 
part which the Italian Communists considered it right to approve. 


Our thoughts on the present situation are linked to all this and we must proceed from 
this to explain our decisions to the comrades. And we must make all this part of our 
constant struggle for disarmament and peace and against the danger of nuclear disaster 
and mankind's annihilation, We can claim to have achieved some results in this struggle. 
Among these we must not forget what has always been our stance--even when the harshest 
polemic raged--with respect to the Chinese Communists. At that time--and indeed now, 
on many issues--our stances differed, But always--at every international meeting--we 
have rejected the policy of issuing anathematization and excommunication and even of 
taking joint decisions affecting a party unable or unwilling to attend those meetings, 
We did this in the belief that China's isolation could not constitute a valid point of 
departure for a longer-term foreign policy. 


We feel it is important now to recall the Berlin conference, the initiation and realization 
of which was precisely carried out by the Polish comrades, with our participation, It is 
important to remember Berlin, which was not composed merely of speeches by party secretaries 
general and not only of the final resolution, We wish to point out the value of the 
lengthy preparations and the manner in which preparations were carried out. The long 2 
year's work which preceded it was not futile. I remember when representatives of all the 
European communist parties (including the Yugoslav comrades, for the first time after 

so many years) met in Warsaw, First of all we began to discuss whether a European 
conference was opportune, whether it would be useful and what form it should take, We 
subsequently proceeded from that discussion and achieved the unanimous approval (though 

not everyone expressed it with equal enthusiasm) of the principle that, since there is 

no international organization of communist parties, no documents would be approved and 

no decisions would be taken by a majority. This was called the principle of consensus, 

And we also agreed unanimously on another principle--that the documents approved (it 

being obvious that none of them could contain everything that any one party would have 
liked) should contain everything which--and only that which--the communist parties could 
express jointly. And this proved to be considerable, 
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Neither Masters Nor Pupils 


This is what we remember about the Berlin conference, which we consider as much of a 
success now as we did then. Just as we consider a success--for ourselves and for other 
communist parties--the fact that new and distant countries, once far from the minds of 
ordinary people and perhaps even from the minds of those who used to leaf through an 
atlas at school, have managed to become active members of the world community and partici- 
pants in international solidarity. When we took the decision which Comrade Cossutta has 
announced to you, our intention was certainly not to do less in an internationalist 
direction, but more. We have always wanted--and still want--communist parties to be able 
to communicate with each other, to understand each other, when possible, and to work to- 
gether, when necessary. Until very recently we said (and this became almost a ritual): 
"We have relations with all communist parties, apart from the Chinese and Albanians." 

I take this opportunity to express a hope regarding Albania also. But it is certain that 
we are now witnessing a step forward in relations with a major country and a major com- 
munist party such as the CCP. 


The new dimension of our internationalism embraces the entire workers' movement--commnists, 
socialists, social democrats and all national liberation movements. Is this a less real 

or less effective form of internationalism than the kind that existed long ago? Not at 
all. The old kind was in fact more narrow, often fed by illusions and even, to a great 
extent, by sectarianism. We must now look further afield, without believing that it is 

our task or the task of anyone else to issue stamps of approval, membership cards or rule 
books around the world. Every progressive movement and every force wanting to change 
society and to advance mankind can make its own contribution. And it can also learn, 

of course, because in this school of internationalism nobody is merely a master and no- 
body wants to or can be considered merely a pupil. 


Right here and now the problem that has been posed is the proposal made by the French 
and Polish comrades. It is a new factor, which we have examined first from the view- 
point of method. We do not regard it as a formal issue. Indeed, the way in which it 
has been posed implies the danger of a regression. We do not want any returns to 
centralism. We do not want an international organization of communist parties with a 
leader, a center. We do not want a proposal which admits only the answers "yes" or 
"no" and which has not been discussed jointly. Such a method rules out the principle 
of consensus which I mentioned earlier; it would make us regress with respect to the 
very results of the Berlin conference. When we have had different opinions from other 
communist parties, including the CPSU, we have said so openly. This happened over 
Czechoslovakia. It has happened over Afghanistan. We have never awaited approval from 
outside our party's leadership bodies. But neither have we ever used international issues 
for the purpose of petty maneuvering in our country's territorial waters, in the quest 
for presumed legitimizations. 


How have matters proceeded with regard to the new conference and how did we reach our 
decision? The comrades, and especially the members of the Central Committee, might 
perhaps accuse us of excessive reserve. The Directorate has followed the situation 

very attentively--day by day, one could say. But we believed that this reserve was 
opportune, inasmuch as until the last moment we hoped that the initiative would not be 
taken. We believed that a public stance on our party might have made it more difficult 
to reach a positive solution--namely, that the conference not be convened in this way 

or on this single topic. The proposal--which was put to us initially by the French 
comrades as a possibility--was rejected by us. Our party Directorate examined the issue 
on 3 Jaruary and took that decision. On 5 January, before leaving for Moscow, Comrade 
Marchais came to Rome for a meeting at which he raised the issue again during an exchange 
of opinions. In view of the Italian side's objections--to which I will return--he said 
that the proposal depended on our support as a precondition and finally dropped the matter. 
{paragraph continues ] 
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Then we discussed the proposal with all the communist parties, explaining that our 
stance was not dictated by the quest for differentiation and that our concerns were not 
comnected with temporary national political considerations. ‘« spoke with Zhivkov and 
Ceausescu, Cumhal and Kadar and today Comrade Cervetti met with Kirilenko in Moscow. We 
asked everyone to reconsider the issue and posed the following question: What could be 
the nature and the real use of a conference of communist parties alone’ We did not 

feel that the answers in any way went beyovd the proposal of a propaganda document 
which seemed unlikely to receive unanimous approval. We judged the proposal restrictive 
and, to a large extent, also counterproductive. 


To enter into the merits of the matter, we based our starice on the missiles here in 

Italy on the issue of the balance of forces, without formulating any a priori stances which 
rejected an exchange of ideas with others. This is why our stance carried some weight. 

It was not an opportunist stance--so much so, in fact, that we voted alone in Parliament. 
The fact that it did carry some weight, however, was shown immediately by the reaction 
prompted at the Italian Socialist Party [PSI] Central Committee meeting, following which 
the PSI dropped the so-called “cancellation clause." The majority of the Socialist 

Central Committee basically did not approve the parliamentary group's position on the 
decision to start the Euromissiles construction program and ordered it to press the govern- 
ment to seek negotiations. We hope that the Socialists wiil not forget this, now that 

they are in the government. 





Communist Parties’ Autonomy 


As far as we are concerned, we have waged a steadfast struggle against Carter's bellicose 
hysterias, against the policy of economic reprisals and against the Olympic boycott and 

have also achieved some results in our own country. However, the issue is not connected 
sOlely to the question of whether a conference of communist parties alone would jeopardize 
broader alliances in this or that country. The problem is that such a conference--com- 
prising governing communist parties, which have missiles and vhich act partly through dip- 
lomatic channels between states, and other communist parties in ertirely different 
situations--would be difficult even to explain to the very interlocutors whom we intend 

to address. When, at the recent Polish United Workers Party Congress, Comrade Gierek put 
forward the proposal of an interstate disarmament conference, we supported the proposal and 
maintained that Italy should accept it. Rut everyone can understand thet the reality was 
quite different. It is quite another matter to propose convening the communist parties 

of both Western Europe and the Warsaw Pact countries to express concern only with regard 

to the missiles being introduced on one side. At such 4s forum our proposal--which proceeds 
from the unprejudiced acceptance of data supplied by both sides--might have seemed strange 
and even offensive to the parties of countries which have already announced that there is no 
imbalance and therefore no need for control. The issue of the missiles in Western Europe is 
one which we believe cannot be tackled without at the same time considering the much 

broader issue of balance and controls and therefore without examining it with the other 
political forces, and that it must not be regarded as already resolved by the communists. 


Purthermore, one cannot believe that at a meeting of communist parties an issue such as 
Afghanistan--which is causing turmoil throughout the world and on which the verdict of the 
communist parties themselves is certainly not unanimous--would not be discussed simply 
because the promoters of the conference have dec§ded that there must be no other topics 

on the agenda. 


One must be extremely clear on an issue such as the autonomy of every communist party. 
At present this means being able to answer "no" to this initiative, due to both its 
form and its content. Only an unequivocal answer can enable us to progress. 
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A negative reply to this proposal does not, of course, imply a rejection of every inter- 
national initiative or our isolation. Om the cther hand, we certainly do not want to con- 
tribute to isolating other parties whose stance on this issue is similar to ours. The PCE 
and League of Communists of Yugoslavia have ammounced that they do not intend to attend the 
conference. 


There is a polemic underway with the PCF--one which we will certainly not be the ones to 
exacerbate; it is comnmected to the fact that we have consistently implemented our foreign 
policy line. As is known, Comrade Berlinguer has met with Brandt and Mitterrand; Comrade 
Napolitano with the British Laborites; and we are expecting Olof Palme in Rome. We are 
not seeking new travelling companions so as to abandon our old omnes. We do note, however, 
that there are new opportunities for conversation and dialog. Of course this poses new 
discussion and work problems both for us and for the others, far beyond any publicity or 
propaganda effects. As far as we are concerned, this mears behaving as consistent 
internationalists. 


I would like to point to an example in this connection. We are studying an initiative from 
the Belgian and Danish commmist parties for a meeting of West Buropean commmist parties 
on the problems of the economic crisis. We have already said that we believe the initiative 
is worth examining. There will soon be a meeting, similar to the one in Warsaw which I 
mentioned. This also shows that we are not isolating ourselves at all. But we do want our 
positions to be clear to all our interlocutors. We will never be motivated either by spite 
or false considerations of prestige. 


With regard to Burocommnism, we have nothing to repudiate and no funerals to hold. As far 
as we are concerned, Burocommunism has never been a new scheme, and still less a cage for 
imprisoning reality. Its essential characteristics mist include the commnists!' capacity 
to take on a vanguard role in reuniting the Buropean workers movement. 


Though some people might find this strange, we are and remain commnists. In conclusion, 
allow me to quote a few lines from a booklet which I have brought with me: "Commnists 
everywhere support every revolutionary movement against existing social and political con- 
ditions." "The commnists at last are working on unity and understanding among the demo- 
cratic parties in all countries." This was written when socialism, which was striving to 
become a science, was still laden with utopias. It was asserted against splittism and con- 
spiracies, when the young revolutionaries writing this booklet shortened the time scale of 
history in their enthusiasm. 


It is the Commnist Manifesto left to us by Marx and Engels and which you have all read. 
It ends with words which we have not forgotten: "Workers of the world unite!” 


PCI OFFICIAL DENIES CONVEYING MESSAGE TO BREZHNEV 
LDO91309 Rome L'UNITA in Italian 4 Apr 80 p 19 LD 


[Unattributed report: “Letter to Brezhnev Denied") 


[Text] Rome--Following an AP dispatch according to which Gianni Cervetti allegedly conveyed 
a message from Berlinguer to Brezhnev while in Moscow, Cervetti himself has denied the 
report in a statement in which he says: "As is known, I went to Moscow a few days ago, 
where I met with Andrey Kirilerko and other CPSU leaders. I did not deliver any letter 

or written message." 
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FRG'S GENSCHER, SA CARNEIRO DISCUSS WORLD SITUATION 
LD091824 Hamburg DPA in German 1721 GMT 9 Apr 80 LD 


[Text] Lisbon--In their talks this evening, Federal Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich 
Genscher and Portuguese Prime Minister Francisco Sa Carneiro agreed that close cooperation 
with the United States was imperative. 


Genscher arrived in Lisbon today for the meeting of the committee of ministers of the 
Council of Burope. Immediately on his arrival he met Sa Carneiro and conferred with hin 
for 90 minutes on the world situation. The main topics were developments in the Middle 
East in the wake of the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, the conflict between Iran and the 
United States and the situation in the Near East and Africa. Both men said that the 
challenge of the Soviet intervention in Afghanistan could be met only with united action 
by Europeans and Americans. This requirement flowed from their common interests. 


Both men stressed the happy state of German-Portuguese relations. The federal foreign 
minister said that the Federal Republic was watchingevents in Portugal with great interest 
and sympathy and wholeheartedly supported its accession to the Buropean Community. The 
Federal Govermment regarded it as an important step in strengthening the policy of Buropem 
unity. 


LISBON TO EXCHANGE AMBASSADORS WITH ARAB COUNTRIES 
LD091505 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 1400 GMT 9 Apr 80 ID 


[Text] Deputy Prime Minister and Foreign Minister Freitas do Amaral told the parliamentary 
committee on foreign affairs this morning that Portugal will soon be exchanging ambassadors 
with eight Arab countries and will work toward establishing diplomatic relations with Saudi 
Arabia. Freitas do Amaral wa, speaking at a meeting with the parliamentary committee held 
to brief it on the country's foreign policy. As to the PLO, he said that the government 
will look into the question of recognizing the PLO (’after) it completec the present process 
of diplomatic relations with other Arab countries. 


Purther Details 
1D092227 Lisbon in Portuguese to Burope 1930 GMT 9 Apr 80 ID 


[Text] Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Poreign Affairs Freitas do Amaral met today 
with the parliamentary committee on foreign affairs, which he briefed on Portuguese foreign 
policy. Freitas do Amaral told the parliamentarians that the government will seek to 
exchange ambassadors with eight Arab countries with which our country already has diplomatic 
relations. He added that when this process has been completed it will look into the ques- 
tion of establishing relations with the PIA. 


With regard to Portuguese-speaking African countries, Freitas do Amaral announced a series 
of diplomatic initiatives to take place shortly through the appointment of ambassadors to 
Angola, Mozambique and Guinea-Bissau, with only a few appointments still pending on final 
consulations with the president of the republic. 


Freitas do Amaral also said that he will be accompanying General Ramalho Eanes in his forth- 
coming presidential trips to Cape Verde, Italy and Norway, as well as joining Dr Sa Carneiro 
in his tour of EEC member countries. 


At another stage of his briefing to the parliamentary committee on foreign affairs, Freitas 
do Amaral describe the Camp David agreements as positive, although insufficient, and said 
that the Madrid Conference on Security and Cooperation in Burope should assess the imple- 
mentation of the Helsinki agreement. 
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RESPONSIBILITY POR SAHARA CONFLICT DISCLAIMED 
LDO91414 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1300 Git 9 Apr 30 LD 


{Text ] The Office of Diplomatic Information at the Foreign Ministry released the follow- 
ing note at midday today; 


In commection with the statement of King Hassan of Morocco on Spain's alleged responsi- 
bility for the Sahara cémflict, the Office of Diplomatic Information states that the 
govermment rejects any responsibility on the part of our coumtry. What Spain did not do 
was to yield to any claim contrary to the principles of the OAU which call for the 
decolonization of the Sahara. Spain is at all times ready to help with any peaceful solu- 
tion of the issue. 


VISIT OF ITALIAN PRESIDENT PERTINI POSTPONED 
LD091522 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1200 GIT 9 Apr 80 ID 
(Rafael Ortega dispatch from Rome] 


{Text] Alessandro Pertini, the president of Italy, will not visit Spain next week. The 
official visit, the first of an Italian head of state to our country since 1925, has been 
postponed for the moment. This postponement does not mean that there are difficulties in 
our bilateral relations, which are blossoming now more than ever, but is due to domestic 
political considerations such as the recent goverm™ent crisis here, «crisis which had 
been forecast to last a long time and which has forced the Italian Poreign Ministry to 
feel it opportune to postpone Pertini's visit. 


Now, although the crisis has been resolved, the international commitments of the two 
countries make the visit impossible. There is talk of it taking place in May or after 
the summer. In any case, we repeat, the postponement is due to the classic and often 
unforeseeable domestic political problems in Italy, and not to problems in bilateral 
relations. 


TEXT OF PCE REFUSAL TO ATTEND EUROPEAN CP MEETING 

LDO41119 Madrid MUNDO OBRERO in Spanish 1 Apr 80 p 9 LD 

(Unattributed report: "PCE Will Not Attend”) 

[Text] On behalf of the PCE Executive Committee's Standing Committee, Santiago Carrillo 
has sent the following letter, dated 29 March, to the PCF and Polish United Workers Party 
Central Committee: 

Dear comrades, 

In reply to your letter of 24 March in which you invited our party to a meeting of 


European commnist parties "for peace and disarmament,” we have decided that the PCE 
will not take part in this meeting for the reasons which we set out below: 


In view of the grave deterioration in the international situation over the last few 
months, the PCE, together with other commmist parties, is conducting intensive activity 
on the internaticnal level to contribute to a broad grouping of the progressive forces on 
our continent in light of imperialiem's attempts to return to the cold war, in order to 
strengthen the struggle in support of detente and peace and against the arms race, and 
to. open up new paths of negotiation and dialog. 
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The resolution approved at our Central Committee's latest meeting states: "The PCE 
believes that its fundamental task on the international level is to contribute to = breed 
grouping of the commmmist, socialist, Christian and progressive forces which are prepared 
to struggle to prevent a return to cold war, against all attempts at military confrontation, 
against the measures which the United States and, in particular, the Carter sadministration, 
is striving to impose--that is, of severing economic, cultural end sporting relations--and, 
at the same time, for the withdrawal of Soviet troops fran Afghanistan." 


We Go mot believe that « meeting of East and West European communist parties such as that 
planned for next month in Paris will contribute to the aim defined by our Central Comuittee; 
we believe that it could even be detrimental to our aims of an effective and troed strugzle 
for peace, security and disarmament. 


Because of its very nature, a joint stance with the communist parties which form the govern- 
ments belonging to the Varsaw Pact will emerge from this meeting. The meeting would there- 
fore entail to some extent an alinement with the stances on Buropean security upheld by 
that pect. 


We Geem it essential to state as vigorously and clearly as possible that we uphold totally 
independent stances, outside the blocs, on security and disarmament, which could be effective 
and secure very broad support precisely because they represent a third path, capable of 
opposing imperialism's odious maneuvers and also of condemning an action so contrary to 

the cause of peace as the USSR's intervention in Afghanistan. 


The envisaged meeting in Paris could at most give a superficial and inaccurate impression 
of unity and agreement on international problems among the communist parties taking part, 
but it would not allow 4 Marxist debate, with the necessary conditions of time, preparation, 
Gepth and mutual respect, on an analysis of the principal international problem and the 
grave differences on a mumber of matters existing among some communist parties. 


Although believing that the path toward strengthening the cause of peace does not lie in 
meeting such as that planned in Paris, the PCE reaffirms ite desire to continue to make the 
utmost efforts, together with other communist parties, and also socialist and social 
Gemocratic parties, Christian and progressive forces and other democratic and peaceloving 
sectors, against the imperialist policy aimed at a return to colé war, for detente, for 
negotiations and measures which will make it possible to create an atmosphere of confidence, 
against the deployment of the Buromissiles, for arms control and reduction and for cooper- 
ation among the peoples and states of our continent. 


Kindly accept, dear comrades, our communist greetings. 
GARAICOBCHEA ASSUMES BASQUE PRES IDENCY 
LD092316 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 2215 GMT 9 Apr 80 DD 


[Excerpt) Here is a dispatch from Bilbso: 


Buskedi now has « president. Carlos Garaicoeches has been elected 
[president] of the Basque Goverrmment. Carlos Garaicoeches tock the 
the tree of Guernica, using the same words used 44 years ago by the 

Antonio Aquirre. In the first vote, Carlos Garaicoeches got 25 votes in favor, 25 against, 
ll ebsetentions and 5} mull votes. An absolute majority was required and therefore 

not enough. However, in the second vote he got the simple ma 
favor, 24 against and 11 abstentions. <Garaicoeches has 4 mon 
Goverrmment, the first since the civil war. 








VIZ. 10 Apr 60 BORDIC APPFPAIRAS Pi 


FINLAND 
PLO SPOKESMAN: GOVERNMENT DSVITATION NEEDED POR 'ARAPAT VISIT 
LDOB1315 Helsicki MELSINGIN SANOMAT in Pirxish 1 Apr 80 p 9 ID 
[Timo Yoorela report: “‘Arefat Will “aly Come to Pinlend With s Goverrment Invitation") 


(Text) The éiscussions ons . sitetion to PLO leeéder Yasir ‘Arafat to visit Pinlend 
entered « nev phase when th = representative in Helsinki stated thet ‘Arafst would 
mily sceept an official invi.ation. 


The euthorities have mot had the opportunity to study the new sitwtion since yesterday 
evening when PLO Central Committee menber Zanmil Shihedsh made his announcement to 
representstives of the Poreign Ministry ané the medis. 


‘Arafat himelf said Monday in an interview published by the Swedish press agency, 
TIDWINGARMAS TELEGRAMEYRA, thet he expects to be invited to Pinland shortly. 


A visit to Pinland has in fect been planned for a ‘ong time. The Society for Priendship 
With Arab Countries, whose chairman is Social Democratic Member of Parliament Tellervo 
M. Koivisto, tock the initiative. 


Poreign Ministry officials have been aware of the society's plenm, but the goverrmmerr: 
has not hed anything to Go with the matter. 


When Zamil Shitedah ammounced that ‘Arafat is not interested in coming to Finland st 
the invitation of private individuals or national orgenizetions, « swift tetel reevaluation 
of the situation beceme necessary. 


In Shihedah's opinion, a goverment Gecision is urgently required. He points to the PLO's 
successes in virming international recognition in the last year, particularly in the lest 
month. ‘Arafat has been invited to visit several Mediterranean countries, even Turkey 
which belongs to NATO. 


Austria has granted diplomatic recognition to the PLO representative in Vienna, Prence 
is comidering whether to extend an official invitetion to ‘Arafat, and the EEC plens 
to reach « decision on recognition of the PLO in the near future. 


In Shihedah's opinion, Finland would gain new respect in the Arad world by getting in 
first before @ Joint Gecision by the West BPuropean powers becsuse extending an invitetion 
after the others hed Gone so would not be so remarkable. Se explained this point of view 
to representatives of the Poreign Ministry, the Finnish People's Democratic League, 

the Pinnish Social-Democretic Party, the Center Party and the Central Federation of 
Pinnish Trade Union. 


However, Finland does not consider it important to stesl @ march on Western Burope. 

If the government extends an invitation to ‘Arafat, it could be taken as Ge facto recog- 
nition, That would be enough for the PIO which would consider it extremely important 
for the edvancement of its campaign. 


Such an invitetion is not impossible, but it is not « matter of urgency either. 
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TRAQI DGASSY SEEKS DATA ON COMPANIES’ LINKS WITH ISRAEL 
LDO091537 Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER in Swedish 25 Mar 50 p 28 ID 
[Tor Bomas report: “Iraqi 'Jew-Questiomsaire’ for Finnish Companies” ) 


[text] Helsinki, Thursday--Ireq's embassy in Helsinki has sent a letter and questiamaire 
to a mumer of companies in Finland. The embassy's trade department wants in particular 
to know if the companies in question have “Zionists or Jews” in leading posts or as share- 
holders. The letter is signed by Iraq's ambassador in Pinland, Salih Mah@i ‘Amash. 


The ambassador also wants the companies to state, “in strictest confidence,” whether they 
have dealings with seven named companies in Pinlanéd which trede with Israel. The letter 
mentions large wholesale firms such as Kesko and Tuko, the cooperative OTK and its 
Gaugiter company, Renlund, as well as Pazer. 


The letter says that these companies sell products which can be obtained in Iraq such as 
Gates, carpets, licorice root and blankets. But the companies import them from Isreel, 
something which conflicts with our foreign policy, the ambassador points out in the letter. 
He wants an answer before March 25 [date as published). 


The Poreign Ministry is aware of the letter but has not taken any steps. It has indicated 
that it would be best to pass over the incident in silence. 


It is a matter for the companies to answer if they have any interest in the matter, and 
some of them might have, Poreign Ministry sources believe. 


Pinns are now wondering if the letter is an attempt to exert pressure on large Pimish 
firms which have interests to protect in connection with building projects that are being 


planned in Iraq. 


Negotiations on the building of three garrison establishments in Iraq are taking place 
at present. 


Pinnish companies are at present building a large congress palace in Baghdad and, in various 
parts of the country, vocational schools, housing developments and waterworks. 


In the questionnaire the embassy asks for a detailed description of the ownership of the 
companies, their economic setup and so forth. Question Wo 7 reads: Are any of the menbers 
of the board of management or any shareowners Zionists or Jews’ 


A further question asks whether the company has commections with any Israeli company. 
Poreign Trade Minister Esko Rekola says that the letter is extraordinary. He stresses 
that relations between Pinland and Ireq are good and that the letter does not affect 
this fact. 


Rekola does not know if this is an expression of the new policies of the Iraqi Government 
or if it is an initiative made by a single ambassador. 


The companies which have received the letter do not know if they will answer it or not. 
Minister Rekola says that it is the companies which must decide. 
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Ambassador To Be Summoned 
LD091541 Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER in Swedish 29 Mar 80 p 6 ID 
{unattributed report: "Jewish Question in Finland a Case for Foreign Ministry"] 


(Text] Helsinki--Pinland's Foreign Ministry will summon Iraq's Ambassador Salih 
Mahdi ‘Ammash to talks as soon as the ambassador returns from a visit to his home 
country. 


He will be asked what he meant by asking for information from Finnish companies on 
whether they have "Zionists and Jews" in management positions. 


The talks will be with Finnish civil servants and not with the minister--there is no 
question of more serious measures at present. 


The question has drawn much embarrassed attention in the Finnish parliament. Ben Zyskowicz 
of the National Coalition Party, has put a simple question to the govermenent. 


Zyskowicz, who is himself a Jew, wonders if the actions of the ambassador are in harmony 
with Pinnish legislation and with international practice. 


POSSIBLE CP MOVES AGAINST STALINISTS VIEWED 

LD090817 Stockholm SVENSKA DAGBIADET in Swedish 3 apr 80 p 2 ID 

(Cla Gummesson report: “Communist Struggle in Finland") 

{Text] "It's the final battle..." Or maybe not. 

At present it is beyond any doubt that the Finnish Communist Party and its leader Aarne 
Saarinen are preparing measures to take in hand their obstinate "Stalinist" minority 


with Taisto Sinisalo as its leading name. 


But how firmly does the majority intent to advam:e? What methods will be used? Is 
Saarinen actually prepared to risk a breakup of the party? 


There are many unansweped questions. 


The division in the Communist Party has deep historical roots. It stems from a time 

when the Communists operated underground.. For a long time after the war the Communists were 
isolated in Finland's political life. In 1966 this isolation was broken. The Communists 
entered the government. The “Stalinist® minority has never been able to stomach this step. 


During the seventies the two wings have tried to exist side by side. There have been 
hopes of some kind of reconciliation, but these have come to nought. 


Little by little the war of words has been intensified. The situation has seemed 
increasingly hopeless. At next year's party congress the majority is prepared to make 
the transition from words to action. 


From a European standpoint Pinland's Communists are a remarkable party. The party has 
been prepared to shoulder the responsibility of government and is, at present, part of 
the ruling Koivisto coalition which contains representatives of the Social Democrats 
and the nonsocialist parties as well as the C.mmunists. 
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The fact that the Communists have come to form a part of the general political community 
is largely due to President Kekkonen, who has seen the breaking of the Communists! 
isolation as one of his goals. 


Recently the majority within the Communist Party has clearly aimed at continuing along 
the road that it has started to follow. 


But the continual obstructions of the minority are putting great stress on the party 
which, in recent years, has lost support among voters. 


The minority--the so-called "“Taistoists"--do not compromise a wnified group on the extreme 
leftwing of the party. On the contrary, it is a remarkable constellation full of internal 
contradictions. It has its base in the party's old members, who are faithful to Moscow, 
but since the time of the student revolts it has recruited hosts of leftist-oriented 
young people and significant numbers of Finland's cultural elite. 


It has, as it were, teen "fashionable" to join the Taistoists. 


Recently, however, the minority has lost a lot of its glamor and attraction. A few of 
its members of parliament were beaten in the last election, among them Sinisalo himself. 
It has had little success in union elections. Support among young people has decreased. 


It is probable that the majority ro- considers the Taistoists to be so weakened that 
now is the time to strike. Now or never! 


And thus we now have a situation in which the Communist Party in Finland, a neighbor of the 
Soviet Union, is threatening to break up. 


I met Aarne Saarinen in his modest room in the grandiose parliament building of 
Mannerheimintie. It was agreed that the interview would not be reported, but it can be 
said in general terms that Saarinen is not prepared to reveal how far he is prepared to 
go to put an end to the dissension within his party. But there is a lasting impression 
that it is a time for tough measures. 


The situation seems quite hopeless for the majority. Continued discord will undermine 
confidence in the party. 


It is clear that what has been written about the confrontation that took place at the end 
of the winter is that the majority's absolute minimum demands are that the minority 
accepts the party regulations and its decisions, made in accordance with its statutes. 


This does not preclude the existence of differing OPINIONS [capitalized word italicized 
in original], but behavior contrary to party statutes cannot be accepted. 


In order to achieve "some bloody order" (to quote one party official closer to me) in the 
party Searinen and his faction are probably prepared to resort to the expulsion of dissident 
opponents. This much is clear at least. 


Whether this means that Pinland's Communist Party is on its way toward a formal breakup, 
we shall have to wait and see. 


2¢ 
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GOVERNMENT ‘UNENTHUSIASTIC® ON U.S. REQUEST FOR SUPPORT 
LDO910435 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 9 Apr 80 pp 1, 36 LD 
(David Adamson reports "Britain Wary Over Iran Sanctions" ] 


[Excerpt] Britain reacted with a marked lack of enthusiasm yesterday when the United 
States formally asked for support for President Carter's severance of trade and diplo- 
matic relations with Iran. 


It is expected that there will be consultations with other members of the European 
Community before an answer is given. With the embarrassment of its Olympic boycott 
well to the forefront of its collective thinking, the government was clearly anxious 
not to find itself out on a limb once again, 


The American request came when Mr Kingman Brewster, the United States ambassador in 
London, visited Sir Ian Gilmour, the deputy Foreign Office [as published]. He pre- 
sented Sir Ian with a document on the American action which listed possible actions its 
allies could take in support. The United States, it was stressed, wanted as much help 
as possible from its friends in its attempts to free the hostages held in Tehran. 


The British reaction was that the government would consider what action, if any, would 

be taken, Mrs Thatcher and other Western leaders have written to President Bani-Sadr, 

of Iran, warning him of the international repercussions if the hostages were not released, 
The British ambassador in Tehran, Sir John Graham, was in London last week to discuss 

the whole field of Anglo-Iranian relations, including the possibility of breaking diplo- 
matic links. 


There is sympathetic understanding in Britain of Mr Carter's problem, particularly amid 
the pressures of an election year, but there are genuine uncertainties over where 
snapping relations would serve the cause of either the captives or, eventually, that 

of a stable Iran, The most obvious action by Britain would be to break diplomatic 
relations. While that would dramatise British repugnance to the imprisonment of diplo- 
mats, it might make it harder to mediate their release. 


As far as trade is concerned, little seems to be taking place. BP and Shell are still 
lifting oil from Iran, but the volume has shrunk to a trickle compared with pre-revolu- 
tion days. For instance out of Shell's 4,500,000-barrels a Aay international trade 
only 95,000 barrels comes to Iran, Just over a year ago the figure was 500,000 barrels 
a day. Ircnian restrictions, production difficulties ami problems at the oil terminals 
have all contributed to the disruption of trade with a nation that was once the world's 
secom largest exporter of oil. Nevertheless, at a time of shrinking production by 
members of the Organisation of Petroleum Exporting Countries even a trickle has its 
value. Iran has threatened to cut off supplies to any country which follows the 
American embargo. 


'pundamental Difference! Seen 
LD101055 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 10 Apr 80 p 36 LD 
[John Bulloch reports; "Britain's Doubts on U.S. Call To Cut Iran Ties") 
[Text] The American ambassador in London, Mr Kinguan Brewster, called at the Foreign 


Office for the second day rumming yesterday as the United States stepped up efforts 
to get help from allies in its confrontation with Iran. 


27 
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The ambassador spent 15 minutes with Sir Ian Gilmour, the second in command at the Foreign 
Office, who had also met him the previous day. Lord Carrington, the foreign secretary, is 
attending a meeting in Lisbon. 


Both the Foreign Office and the American Embassy sought to play down the second visit. 
But it was clear it resulted from a fundamental difference between Foreign Office and 
State Department. America firmly believes a show of unity by Western Europe and other 
democratic nations would have a considerable effect on Iran, American experts think 
concerted action would strengthen the hand of President Bani-Sadr of Iran, who is seen 
as a moderate battling against extremists. 


The Foreign Office's analysis is quite different. Its experts are not at all satisfied 
that President Bani-Sadar would be helped by Western action. They fear he is now in such 
a weak position that action by outside countries might serve only to undermine what stand- 
ing he has. Reports from Tehran say there is a very real possibility that Mr Bani-Sadr 
may shortly resign. 


Secondly, British diplomats point to the national interest and to British exports which, 
after declining from a peak 500 hundred million a year, are now rising again. Judging by 
the first months of this year, they might total 300 hundred million in 1980. Imports from 
Iran are also on the increase, and are likely to amount to 540 hundred million this year 
of which about 290 hundred million will be accounted for by ofl. But Iranian oil now 
accounts for only about five per cent of Britain's total imports, which in any case are 
diminishing as North Sea oil production increases. 


A third British argument against falling into line with America concerns the one positive 
step which Mr Kingman Brewster suggested might be taken. This was that Britain, with 
other European countries, should break all diplomatic links with Iran. The British 
argument is that the British Embassy in Tehran, headed by Sir John Graham, has proved most 
useful in quiet negotiations on behalf of the Americans, and could do so again. It is also 
important in looking after the interests of some 500 Britons who remain in Iran, As Sir 
Nicholas Henderson, Britain's ambassador in Washington, told Americans yesterday: "Our 
mission in Iran has played an important role." 


But it is clear the Americans now believe that that phase is over, and want all relations 
cut. Britain is almost openly opposed to this although the official position is that the 
question is “being studied." 

NEUTRALITY MAINTAINED IN FINANCIAL DEALINGS WITH IRAN 

LD091123 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 9 Apr 80 p 21 LD 

["City Comment" feature: "City Stays Aloof From the U.S, Iranian Wrangle"] 


[Text] It gould cost the British Government as much as 100 million pounds sterling to 


recompense United Kingdom exporters on claims against Iran insured through the Export Credits 


Guarantee Deparment, [ECGD], whenthe sums are totted up for the year just ended. But the 
situation is not likely to be made materially worse even if Iran decides that Britain is 
officially an ally of the United States and a suitable subject for Iranian "revenge." 


The damage was done last year after the Iranian Revolution and even before the seizure 

of the American hostages triggered American banks to freeze Iranian assets and declare 
Iran in default. ECGD stopped giving cover on new credits for Iran in February 1979, and 
the amount outstanding has run down continuously since. But the flow of repayments became 
more and more irregular and potential claims were building up well before last November. 
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British banks have also suffered already although the City took great pains to establish 
its neutrality last November and allowed the Iranians to withdraw their deposits as they 
matured. Most of that money has now been taken out of London and Iran is keeping only 
minimal working balances here. 


United Kingdom banks are now counting the cost of doing nothing, although they can take 
some satisfaction in maintaining a reputation for playing the game in the eyes of oil 
exporting nations a reputation for playing the game which the American banks 
have lost. 


But there is not much more the Iranians can do tc them now. O11 is the only real weapon 
the Iranians have left which could hurt, and even that would be inconvenient rather than 
disastrous. 


Our imports of oil in the first two months of the year amounted to less than 30 million 
pounds sterling, not much more than British motorists spend on a bank holiday trip to 
the seaside. 


The United Kingdom Government meanwhile is handling the matter with the proverbial kid 
gloves. There is no great enthusiasm yet for rushing to Join in with President Carter's 
sanctions against Iran as outlined by the United States ambassador in London yesterday. 


The question of the Iranian loan to the National Water Council, of which $400 million is 
still outstanding is also being treated with care. It is due to be repaid in two chunks 
in November this year and November next year. Britain secured legally a waiver to pay the 
interest last December, and there is no pressure at present to try and stop the capital 
being repaid. 


The courts are also in no hurry to bring forward the case of American claims against Iranian 
assets in London and Iranian counter claims. The Bank Markazi's $3,000 million claim 
against five United States banks will be tried on Nov. 3, and it is not yet clear whether 
President Carter's threat to confiscate the Iranian assets frozen in United States banks 
will bring the case forward, 


The British official line seems to be that after having suffered for being neutral so far 
there is not much advantage in taking sides now, balancing the City's reputation for 
neutrality against a maximum $400 million compensation, especially if the issue can still 
be solved before the decision has to be made. 


It might be a different story if Iran makes the decision for us. 
DAILY TELEGRAPH EDITORIAL FAVORS BACKING CARTER 

LDO91045 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 9 Apr 80 p 18 ID 
[Editorial: "We Should Back Carter") 


[Text] Of President Carter's new actions against Iran over the hostages, only those ruptur- 
ing diplomatic relations really break fresh ground. American trede vas already at such 

low level that the formal decision to impose economic sanctions will not have much practical 
immediate effect. Suspensions of visas for Iranians vishing to enter the United States will 
cause @ nuisance for individuals but have no effect on the assortment of persons and bodies 
currently passing as a goverrmment in Tehran. Breaking diplomatic relations and the ex- 
pulsion of Iranian representatives from America is a new step. It was long overdue. Iran 
broke the American end of the diplomatic link in Tehran five months ago, with its seizure 
of the embassy and imprisonment of the staff. 
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Apart from the disgusting behaviour involved in holding the hostages (including two women) 
caged up all this time, the Iranian action was a gross breach of the convention under 
which a country affords protection and imminity to representatives of foreign powers who 
are its guests. Every country in the world has an interest in maintaining this humane 

and civilized convention intact, not least, be it noted, Soviet Russia which uses its 
embassies and diplomatic staff all over the world for spying. One might think Russia would 
have expressed disapproval of the Iranian breach, but not a bit of it. TASS yesterday 
said Mr Carter's new package represented continuation of "a policy of plunder.” Anything 
goes, provided it is anti-America. 


When the American ambassador called on Sir Ian Gilmour at the Foreign Office yesterday, 

he will obviously have suggested ways in which the British Government might back its 
American ally. He no doubt received a murmur in reply about “consulting our EEC partners." 
This need not take long, for one knows in advance what the result will be. France will 
refuse to have anything to do with the matter, perhaps refuse even to discuss it. West 
Germany will have many and complicated worries. Mrs Thatcher should not hesitate too 

long before announcing that Britain is to break relations with Iran in solidarity with 
Washington. It might achieve nothing much, even be inconvenient for some Foreign Office 
policy makers. But there are times when lining up in public with a friend on a cardinal 
matter for world order is more important than convenience. 


PYM INTERVIEWED ON NUCLEAR PROGRAM, NATO RELATIONS 
LD090911 Paris LE MATIN in French 1 Apr 80 pp 10-11 ID 


[Jean-Louis Arnaud interview with British Defense Secretary Francis Pym in London; 
date not given] 


[Text] LE MATIN: Have you modified your assessment of Soviet military capabilities as a 
result of the Red Army's invasion of Afghanistan? 


Francis Pym: This invasion has shown that the Soviets are able to move large contingents 
of troops and that they can do it very rapidly. We knew that they were able to do this 
but we had not seen them doing it in a situation. They have also shown that they are 
prepared to step out of what could be called their sphere of influence. This is a warning 
to neutral, nonalined and Third World countries and all other countries in general that 

no one can feel entirely safe. Another important consequence is the fact that the Soviets 
are now able to threaten Middle East energy sources more directly. 


LE MATIN: Do you expect them to pull out? 


Francis Pym: This seems improbable to me. The noises which they have been making in this 
context have been extremely ambivalent. I am inclined to think that at a given moment 
they will try to create the impression that they are pulling out because they have been 
greatly embarrassed by the reaction of all the rest of the world to their aggression. 


LE MATIN: With reference to the British strike force, how do you reconcile your complete 
commitment to NATO with national independence’ 


Francis Pym: If we are comaitted to NATO to such an extent it is because it is impossible 
to defend the United Kingdom in isolation, just as it is impossible to defend any Buropean 
country in isolation. In order to be able to defend one country you must also be able to 
defend all the countries concerned. However, our commitment does not end there because 
we have some other responsibilities in the world, albeit many fewer than in the past. 
{paragraph continues] 
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We still have responsibilities in Cyprus, Hong Kong and Belize (British Honduras in 
Central America). We also have training units in the Middle East which are helping 

other countries to form their own armies. Furthermore, we have control over our nuclear 
deterrent force, which has been assigned to NATO but cannot be used without the British 
prime minister's express consent. If, under the most terrible eircumstances, we felt 
threatened and no one could come to our assistance and if pressing the nuclear button 
for our own protection remained the only way out, we could still do it. This would mean 
that the very concept of deterrence had failed, since preventing war from breaking out is 
the very objective of the deterrent, the very objective of the alliance. Having said this, 
I believe that the main reason for preserving this possibility is this: If we had no 
deterrent, France and the United States would be the only countries in possession of an 
independent nuclear capability. The fact that the United Kingdom also has nuclear power 
complicates the Soviet leaders' task and makes their long-range assessments more uncer- 
tain since they have to take into account an additional decisionmaking center in the 
nuclear sphere with the knowledge that if they make a false move both the French and 
British miclear forces can inflict on them damage of a kind which they would find 
unacceptable. 


LE MATIN: Is your deterrent force as independent as that of France?’ 


Francis Pym: It is ours. We have practically created it on our own. It is true that we 
have purchased some parts in the United States but what we have purchased is completely 
in our possession. The only difference between us and France 4s that we have purchased 
certain things from America. 


LE MATIN: Do you intend to reduce this dependence, particularly with respect to uranium 
production? 


Francis Pym: Yes, we have decided to do this. Our own resources form the basis for our 
program for the modernization of the Polaris missiles which we call the "Chevaline" 
program and which is to insure the operativeness of missiles and nuclear warheads in the 
nineties. 


LE MATIN: By agreeing in Brussels in December to the deployment of American cruise 
missiles on your territory, have you not mortgaged your independence and do you not run 
the risk that these launch sites could become targets for any preventive attack? 


Francis Pym: Absolutely not. The deployment of cruise missiles will in no way affect 

the independence of our deterrent system. It will in no way affect our strategic system, 
submarines and bombers. After all, despite its integration with NATO, we can make use of 
this system independently. The only objective of the cruise missile program is to make 
Clear what already exists. What the alliance intends to secure is a complete armory 
which would as a whole provide a war deterrent. The cruise missile. is merely part of it. 
Purthermore, looking at it from any aggressor's viewpoint, the si‘uation has not changed 
since not every NATO long-range muclear weapon in Europe is in Britain. The situation 
will change once the NATO modernization program is completed since some missiles will also 
be deployed in Germany and Italy. However, as far as your--let us say--power of attraction 
is concerned, nothing will have changed. This country has always been and will comtinue 
to be a potential target. 


LE MATIN: When w4ll you announce your decision concerning the replacement of the Polaris 
system’ 


Prancis Pym: In about 6 months! time. In any case, by the end of the year. The govern- 
ment has not yet reached any conclusion with respect to the kind of system which would be 
the most appropriate to replace the Polaris system, taking into account any foreseeable 
scientific development and technical progress. We have to decide on the most effective and 
least vulnerable. It is a difficult task. 
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LE MATIN: What stage has the discussion about the invulnerability of submarines reached 
in Britain? 


Francis Pym: Everything is relative in this sphere, and this applies to both invulnerability 
and effectiveness. For the time being, however, there can be no doubt that the submarine 

is the least vulnerable of all devices. The question is whether it will remain the least 
vulnerable. However, you cannot be sure whether it will or not. All in all, one of the 
advantages of the submarine is that it will probably remain as invulnerable as any other 
system. 


LE MATIN: Do you envisage combining a strategic system based on submarines with another 
ballistic system? 


Prancis Pym: This is improbable. In fact we now have, as it were, two systems--submarines 
and bombers. As far as the latter are concerned, the Tornado, which will succeed the Vulcan, 
will not replace the Vulcan completely since its operational range cannot be called a 
strategic range. This bomber can fly far enough to reach its target but cannot return. 
Obviously, this makes it somewhat less attractive. Be that as it may, to replace the Polaris 
missiles we will choose only one system and this should rule out any other possibility. 


LE MATIN: What are the budget implications of the options offered to you? 


Francis Pym: According to our calculations, this will cost us 44 billion pounds sterling. 
We can manage this. The Tornado program is more costly-<more than 6 billion pounds. 


LE MATIN: But it has been asserted her?, both in the press and elsewhere, that you will be 
unable to meet all your commitments sim iltaneously and that you will have to make drastic 
decisions, 


Francis Pym: All defense forces throughout the worlde«French, American, British and otherse-«- 
have to face increases in real costs. This is a problem which concerns us all and which will 
in the long run influence the way in which responsibilities within the alliance are dis- 
tributed, The fact is that Britain's contribution to the alliance is perhaps the biggest. 
There is no reason Why toward 1990, for instance, the alliance should not find a more 
effective way of assigning resources, It can be imagined that eventually efforts will be 
reoriented among the allies and that, for instance, the FRG will increase its contribution 

to the protection of the Atlantic, with the result that we could play a more important role 
in the Indian Ocean, 


LE MATIN: Would you be prepared to reconsider the size of your contribution to the 
alliance’s budget’ 


Francis Pym: That is not what I said. What I am saying is that if the alliance so decided, 
it could redistribute tasks among its members, We have promised to increase our military 
budget by 3 percent in real terms, We have done so this year and we will do it next year 
and the year after. I can see nothing in this that would indicate any drastic reduction. 

As for any increase in real costs, it should encourage us to increase the number of our 
cooperation programs relating to arms production, similar to those which we already have, 
especially with France. 


LE MATIN: Would you envisage any nuclear cooperation’ 


Francis Pym: Why not’ But I think that this would be difficult. 


LE MATIN: Why’ 
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Francis Pym: First, in Europe only France would be concerned and there are other spheres 
in which, I believe, we could cooperate more easily. Furthermore--and France is fully 
aware of thiseeas far as we are concerned, we have long been associated with the United 
States and this has enabled us to obtain what we needed for our independent deterrent 
force cheaper than we could have obtained it in any other way. Having said this, I am in 
favor of leaving all doors open. 


LE MATIN: What do you think of the FRG as a possible nuclear partner? 


Francis Pym: So far the Germans have not been keen on the idea. They have stated this 
quite clearly. However, this does not mean that they could not change their mind. Would 
the French like them as partners?’ 


LE MATIN: And what about you British’ 


Francis Pym: I would not like to say that I am absolutely opposed but, in anycase, II 

do not believe this to be a useful proposition as far as the near future is concerned. 

I do not believe that France is very keen on the idea, Wor do I believe that Britain 
thinks that it is a very good idea, and I know that the FRG is notinterested, at least for 
the time being. 


LE MATIN: If one day Europe wants to acquire an independent military capability you will 
be unable to exclude the nuclear aspects of such a capability.... 


Francis Pym: Wo, but I believe that this is a most difficult problem and, from a realistic 
and practical viewpoint, such a development seems to me very improbable even though I would 
not like to rule out the possibility. However, when we refer to an independent European 
capability, what Ihave inmind is the entire alliance, on both sides of the Atlantic. It 
is of absolutely vrucial importance that Canada and the United States remain NATO members, 
that we all stick together and that we do not let anything happen that could interfere with 
this arrangement. I can easily reconcile this concept with the idea of European nuclear 
power, However, I do not believe that it is likely to be implemented in the near future. 
Nor do I believe that it would represent any important additional contribution to the 
alliance's deterrent power. 


LE MATIN: Do you believe that the alliance will last forever’ 


Prancis Pym: Everything changes eventually, but I believe that it is of absolutely vital 
importance to preserve the alliance’s cohesion, 


LE MATIN: Do you never have any doubts about the way America wuld respond to a European 
request for help in the event of aggression? 


Prancis Pym: Many people do. And it seams reasonable to wonder about this. Many people 
also have doubts about some other members of the alliance and about the way in which they 
would react under sir‘lar circumstances, 


LE MATIN: Does your government's more active and more committed foreign policy presuppose 
an increase in military spending’ 


Prancis Pym: There may be some slight adjustments but nothing very big. I believe 

that the British have a special role to play in preserving the cohesion of the free world. 
Look at Rhodesia, We have sent some soldiers there. Any operation of this kind adds somee 
thing to our expenses but not very much, [paragraph continues) 
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We now have military aid missions in some other countries, in the Gulf region, for 
instance, We will dispatch a naval unit to that region. However, in view of our 
capability to operate outside NATO, whether our units operate here or elsehwere makes no 
difference financially. 


LE MATIN: Do you plan to create a special intervention force? 


Prancis Pym: our present capabilities are adequate, and we can withdraw some troops from 
one place and send them to another as we have already done. 


LE MATIN: And what about protecting oil sea routes? 
Francis Pym: This is something all NATO countries must concern themselves with. 


LE MATIN: This is true, but we are trying to convince them that they should be more 
active. The United States is taking a lead and this is a good thing. The question is how 
the problem should be approached and how other countries can help. Joint action should 

be taken. Neither France nor 2ritain can take on anything of this magnitude. We must 
insure that both the alliance and cic other countries concerned, including Middle East 
countries, are persuaded to contribute and can protect themselves. Our foreign secretary, 
Lord Carrington, has visited the Gulf countries and so has your president. Anything that 
should be done can only be done in cooperation with those countries. Nothing can be done 
without then, 


LE MATIN: Is there no one else on whom we could count apart from the intervention force 
which the Americans are now organizing? 


Prancis Pym: We can leave it neither to the United States nor to anyone else, We have 
referred to Europe but can we rely completely on it’ The answer is that some of its 
members are more reliable than others. However, we are all involved and threatened by what 
would happen if energy sources were endangered. We all have a contribution to make. This 
is why it is so important to do this jointly because separately we are incapable of doing 


anything. 
LE MATIN: Are you in favor of the BuropeaneArab dialog proposed by Valery Giscard d*Estaing? 


Francis Pym: Yes I am, but I believe that it will be rather difficult to organize such a 
dialog. We have excellent relations with those countries and so has France. I believe that 
a dialog on a smaller scale would be easier, The whole of Europe and the entire Gulf region 
would make things cumbersome. Some of us must serve as leaders. This is what the United 
Kingdom and France are doing on the European scene and I believe that it is quite a good 


thing. 

TV FILM ON PRINCESS! EXECUTION ANGERS SAUDIS 

WA101200 London REUTER in English 0106 OMT 10 Apr 80 WA 

[Text] London, April 10, REUTERe-Britain has expressed regret to Saudi Arabia over the 
screening of a television film here last night on the e:vcution for adultery of a Saudi 
princess in 1977, a Foreign Office spokesman said today, 


"We regret any damage that might be done to Anglo-Saudi relations” by the showing of the 
film, the spokesman said. 


He said Foreign Secretary Lord Carrington sent a personal message to King Khalid and 


British Ambassador James Craig cut short « vacation and flew back to Jidda after 
Saudi Arabis recently expressed concern over the filn, 


a4 
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The film, “Death of a Princess", was a dramatized version of the public execution in Jidda 
of 23-year-old Princess Misha'al and her lover in November, 1977, following trial under 
Islamic laws. The film, screened by Independent Television, was based on research by 
Gocumentary producer Anthony Thomas. 


The British spokesman said that while the goverrment regretted any damage that might be 
caused to Anglo-Saudi relations, it had "no power to interfere with editorial content 
nor to ban a program of this sort." He said that he was not aware of any specific Saudi 
Arabian threat to cut off diplomatic relations or trade with Britain. 


Britain had very close and friendly relations with Saudi Arabia, one of the world's 
oil exporters, he said. The two countries have a high level of annual trade and Britain 
is a big supplier of arms to the Arab kingdon. 


The British ambassador was on his way to London for a vacation when he cut it short and 
returned to his post after learning the program was to be screened. 


Relations Threatened 
1D101030 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 0920 GMT 10 Apr 60 ID 


[Excerpts] Strenuous efforts were being made today to try to cool the diplomatic row 
over a TV film about the public execution of an Arabian princess and her lover. Saudi 
Arabia had been expressing concern in the past few days over the dramatised documentary 
"Death of a Princess", screened by ITV [Independent Television] last night. 


According to reports in London, the Saudis have threatened to cut off diplomatic relstions 
with Britain, cut vital oil supplies and cancel millions of pounds worth of contracts 

with British firms. But the Foreign Office spokesman said he was not aware of any specific 
threats to Britain's “very close and friendly relations with Saudi Arabia". 


A spokesman for the British Embassy in Jidda said confidential discussions had already 
taken place between the two governments. "I wouldn't want to discuss whether the Saudis 
made any threats during our discussions with them, but they were upset,” he added. "The 
Saudi Arabians, I assume, think tmet the film has something to do with them and are upset. 
What action they might take I va tat tell, but we hope the good relations between the 

two countries will not be harmed", 


Meanwhile, the government was today facing criticism from some MPs over apologies made to 
Saudi Arabia over the film. And a statement has been demanded from Sir Ian Gilmour, the 
lord privy seal, immediately the Commons [returns] from the Easter recess on Monday. 
ATKINS, EIRE'S LENIHAN TO HOLD TALAS ON ULSTER 

LD091121 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 9 Apr 80 p 2 ID 


[Nicholas Confort report: "Britain Takes ‘Wait and See' Attitude on Eire Demands") 


(Text) The government is taking a “wait and see” attitude toward forecasts from Dublin that 
Mr Atkins, Northern Ireland secretary, will be pressed to abandon Britain's “guarantee” 
to Ulster's protestant majority when he visits the Republic shortly for talks. 
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It will be the first meeting between Mr Atkins and @ Erian Lenihan, Eire's new foreign 
minister. 


Leaks from Dublin suggest that Mr Lenihan sees it as culmination of « diplomatic campaign 
to secure an Ulster settlement acceptable to @ Heughey, his traditionally hard-line prime 
minister. 


Were @ Lenihan to adopt such « stance and urge @ Atkins to end Britain's commitment to 
retein control over Ulster as long as the majority wants it he would be told politely, 
but firmly, that he was endangering the Republic's good relations with Britain. 


However, it is not accepted in London that this will necessarily happen. Past experience 
has suggested to the goverment that tough political Gemands raised in advance of such 
talks are often not followed through when the meeting takes place. 


Officials are encouraged in this belief by what they see as @ Heaughey's co-operative and 
responsible handling of security issues since he took office at the end of last year. 


It is conceded that M Haughey has made some tough speeches on Irish unity to meetings of 
the governing Fianna Pails,but these are seen as Gesigned for internal consumption and 
te reinforce his hold on the party leadership. 


Regardless of the tone of the meeting, expected to take place any day now, it is expected 
that Mr Atkins and M Lenihan will deal with security and with the goverrment's continuing 


efforts to find a system of greater self-goverrment acceptable in Northern Irelani. 


Mr Atkins is certain to outline the course taken by the so far abortive talks at Stormont 
on the goverrment's constitutional proposals and to discuss with @ Lenihan the prospects 


for progress. 


He will not, however, be spelling out in detail the options on 
being prepared for consideration by a Cabinet committee under 
Mr Whitelaw, home secretary. 


ture of the province 
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U.S. SENATORS MEET EARAMANLIS BEPORE DEPARTURE FROM ATHENS 
Visit With Karamaniis 
ATO9L247 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1150 GHT 9 Apri 50 AT 


[Excerpts] Prime Minister Konstandinos Karmanlis today received at the political office 
visiting U.S. Senators Biden, Baker, Zorinsky and Cochran who arrived in Athens Sunday. The 
prime minister?s meeting with the U.S, senators wet sttended by Poreign Minister Yeoryics 
Rallis, U.3. Ambassador to Athens McCloskey and tise Director General of the Prime Minister®s 
Political Office Ambassador Molivisetis. 


Earlier, the U.S. senators conferred with Coordination Minister Konstandinos Mitsotakis 
for 1 hour. At 1400 Poreign Minister Rallis gave 4 luncheon in homer of the four senators 
who will visit National Defense Minster Averof at 1500 today. 


Purther Reportage on Visit 
ATO9IB17 Athens Domestic Television Service in Greek 1800 GMT 9 Apr 80 AT 


{Excerpts} Prime Minister Karamanlis today received the visiting 0.5, senators. During the 
meeting the senalors discussed with Karamanlis current international developments, issues 
related to the immediate area in which Greece is situated, the Cyprus issue and general 
problems which Greek-Turkish differences have created for both Greece end the United States. 
Karamanlis had the opportunity to explain the Greek positions to the U.5, senators who 
expressed their appreciation for the analysis which was conducted by Karamanlis. They said 
it was extremely useful in forming their opiniom. 


Departing Press Conference 
AT101258 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1150 GMT 10 Apr 80 AT 


{Text] The four U.5, senators, Biden, Baker, Zorinsky and Coehran, left Athens at 12350 today 
after a ‘day visit to Athens. Prior to their departure the senators held 4 press conference 
for Greek and foreign correspondents. Among other things they said their talks in Athens 
with the prime minister and other members of the goverment were cordial. They specifically 
lauded Prime Minister Karamanlis for his personality and political character, stressing 

that the talks they hed with him were held in an atmosphere of sincerity and covered 4 very 
broad spectrum of issues, from Greece's return to NATO to the Cyprus issue. Om Greek ree 
lations with Turkey the senators said it is to the mutual interest of both countries to find 
ways for solving differences and stressed that the American side will also help in this 
direction. 


They also said they had 4 cordial conversation with the leader of the majority opposition 
party and PASOK Chairman Papandreou with whom they discussed international issues and Greeke 
U.S. relations in particular, a8 well as the differences between Greece and Turkey. As the 
U.S. senators stated, Papandreou 414 not appear to question the expediency of their visit 

to Greete and Turkey. Earlier the 0.5, senators conferred with Poreign Minister Yeoryios 
Rallis, The senstors visited Papandreou at his Kastri home for 1} hours, After this 
meeting Papanmireeu told press representatives that he clearly explained to the senators the 
positions of PASOK on the national issue of Cyprus and on the issues of the Aegean, NATO. 
U.S. bases and Turkish srmanents. 
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I AVYI REJECTS GOVERNMENT'S ‘ALTERNATE' SOWWTIONS DB MATO ISSUE 
AT091625 Athens I AVYI in greek 9 Apr BW plat 
[Bditerial: “The 'Give-and-Take! With NATO") 


[Text] ‘The govermment is now conferring with five U.S. senators who arrived in Greece 
after first visiting Oman, the U.S. aircraft carrier “Coral Sea" (in the open waters of 
the Persian Gulf) and Turkey. 


The “Who's " of these senators is well known: Howard Baker is the Senate minority leader 
amd aspires to be vice presidential candidate under Reagan in the November election. ‘Two 
other Republicans--Thad Cochran (Mississippi) and Malcolm Wallop (Wyoming)--are considered 
te belong to the extreme right--superconservative--wing of the U.S. Senate. As for the 

two Democrats, Edward Zorinsky (Nebraska) is considered conservative while the other, 
Joseph Biden, senator from Delaware, is described as having “liberal tendencies." Being 


“liberal,” the other day he felt the need to stress that the issue of the hostages in 
Tehran must be solved with “action.” It is not necessary, he said, to mount an Entebbe- 
type operation. We could, he said, strike at Iranian of] wells and at Iranian hydro- 


electric power stations. 


This is a sketchy description of the "five." What is important, however, is this: What 

is the "New Democracy” goverrment discussing with them? The Progovermment press informs 
us that it is discussing issues related to the supply of military aid to Greece and Turkey. 
It is also discussing “the relations between Greece and the United States which have been 
in a state of limbo for 6 years, and the bases issue." 


Above and beyond what the progovernmment press does and does not write about, it also 
appears that the government has begun to believe in the U.S. blackmail: that Washington's 
patience has allegedly been exhausted; that in contrast to Ankara, which has rediscovered 
"“peoocidentation,” Athens insists on a narvow “parochial” policy which is far removed 
from the great concepts and interests of the alliance which are above national interests; 
that now--within the few days remaining until the election of the new president of the 
republic--Greece has “a last chance” to smooth its relations with NATO, otherwise, 
Washington will withdraw, “it will cease to be interested in the Greek-Turkish dispute" 
and, naturally, Athens and not Ankara will suffer most and so on. 


What is the result? At the same time, Athens is hastening to grasp this “chance” since it 
will be much more difficult for the successor to Karamanlis--by contrast to the present 

prime minister--to “arrange” these matters. This is exactly what Sulzberger also believes. 

It has already been reported that the "New Democracy” goverrmment has three “alternative 
solutions” ready and that it is proposing them to Washington and NATO for negotiation purposes. 


Pirst solution: return to the Davos-Haig formile with certein alterations in "“wording"=-- 
read concessions, As revealed, however, this formula already provides for a decrease in 
Greek airspace from 10 to 6 miles. Therefore, it is nationally unacceptable even without 
the alterations in “wording” which could be nothing more than basic concessions. 


Second solution: adoption of the French model of relations with NATO. Washington, however, 
hastens ‘4s inform us that France is one thing while Greece is something entirely different: 
Prance insists on maintaining ite forces under national control while you are in haste to 
rejoin the NATO “vice.” As to the “political chief" of your armed forces, he repeats his 
“eredo” at every opportunity: Greece belongs to the Americans, therefore, the French model 
is rejected. 
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Third solutions signing of "bipartite defense accords" both with the United States as 
well as with NATO (the Spanish forma). This “solution” appears to be accepted both 
by Brzezinski, Lums and all the other hawks within the U.S. Pentagon. Their line of 
thinking is simple; Give us the bases and then you can even withdraw from political 
NATO if you so prefer, The Turks have already given us the base at Sinmop on the Black 
Sea and the base at (Birinklik) in Southeast Asia [as published]. If you give us 
Similar "facilities" then we will give you the equivalent military aid in t~e same way 
that we gave it to Turkey and to Spain, 


A rich and painful experience, however, should have made the "New Democracy" goverment 
much wiser. It should have already been taught that certain "minor" concessions and 
certain alterations in "wording" are insufficient and that as long as it insists on its 
give-and-take with the Haigs and the Rogers (yesterday) and with the Lunses and the 
Brzezinskis (tomorrow), the more it will reach a dead end, for which it must hold itself 
respomsible as its creator. We believe it is time to put an end to delusions. The 
United States will not accept any of the Greek alternate "solutions" unless these "solu- 
tions" promote U, }, strategic interests which, at this moment, pass from Oman to Iran, 
from Saudi Arabia to Pakistan and to the Persian Gulf. Naturally they also pass through 
Turkey, whose restoration “of military strength"--as Admiral Shear told us--is NATO's 
chief interest. 


Is the "New Democracy" government prepared to play these "games" with the United States -- 
the games of cold war and playing with fire? If the answer is yes, then it can continue 
its ohats with the various U.S. officials--<generals, diplomat:, senators, If it is not 
prepared to do so then it mast cease consultations with the United States and NATO 
immediately by promoting a truly autonomous, multifaceted foreign policy. The trvuble 
is that, in the first place, the political cost to "New Democracy" will be extremely 
heavy in addition to the fact that the people--through their struggle--~ill avert every 
blow vhich is directed against the country's independence and integrity. 


IRAQI DELEGATION DISCUSSES ECONOMIC, TECHNICAL COOPERATION 
ATO91324 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1130 GMT 9 Apr 80 AT 


(Excerpt) Iraqi minister of industry and minerals and member of the Iraqi Revolutionary 
Council, Tahir at-Tawfiq, arrived in Athens on an official 5<day visit as head of a large 
delegation, The visit of the Iraqi minister to Greece is being made at the invitation 
of the Greek Minister of Industry and Energy Miltiadhis Evert. 


The establishment of a new ferry boat line between Greece and Iraq via the Suez Canal 
will be among the issues to be discussed by the two ministers. Cooperation in the 
supplying, trading and refining of 011 will also be discussed together with the question 
of training Iraqis in Greece, 


During his visit to Greece, At-Tawfiq will be accompanied by Evert on a tour of shipyards, 
cement factories, spinning and weaving plants, an alumimum factory, the Greek aircraft 
industry and a light weapons manufacturing plant. During their talks the two ministers 
will also examine prospects for expansion of Greek-Iraqi relations, which have always 
been friendly but became closer after the visit of Prime Minister Karamanlis to Baghdad. 


Greek Trade Minister Yeoryios Panayiotopoulos today gave a luncheon in honor of the 
Iraqi minister, attended by Evert. Opinions on bilateral economic cooperation were 
exchanged during the luncheon. A Greek delegation under Panayiotopoulos is due to 
leave for Iraq this Friday to attend the second session of the Greek-Iraqi Joint 
Commission on Economic and Technical Cooperation, Issues to be discussed will include 
cooperation in trade, industry, agriculture, transportation and telecommunications, 
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GRAND NATIONAL ASSEMBLY AGADI FAILS TO ELECT PRES IDENT 
TA091627 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 9 Apr 80 TA 


{Text] The 234 and 24th rounds of voting for a president in the Senate and National 
Assembly joint session again failed to produce any results today. 


Wational Salvation Party Senator from Erzurum Lutfi Dogan was the only candidate during 
the 23d round and 458 members of the Grand National Assembly participated in the voting. 
Dogan received 46 votes, RPP Senator from the Presidential Quota Group Muhsin Batur 
received 64 votes and Justice Party Deputy from Ankara Ismail Hakki Koyluoglu received 
40 votes, Another 249 ballots were blank, 52 votes were cast for various legislators and 
7 votes were declared void, 


The votes during the 24th round were not counted as there was no quorum, The rounds of 
voting for @ president will continue tomo: ow, 





Meanwhile, Fahri Koruturk, vaose term as president has ended and who has assumed his duty 
as a life senator, visited the Justice Party and RPP Senate groups today. It was reported 
that these were courtesy visits, 


Erbakan's Call for Candidates 
7TA091720 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 9 Apr 80 TA 


[Text] Wational Salvation Party Leader NWecmettin Erbakan has called on the Justice 
Party and the RPP to submit their presidential candidates or vote for the Senator from 
Erzurum, lutfi Dogan. 


In @ written statement issued today, Erbakan criticized the two major parties for not 
making the necessary preparations for the presidential elections, Pointing out that his 
party expects the "ustice Party and the RPP to submit their candidates to the Grand 
National Assembly by tomorrow at the latest, Erbakan said; Actually, the NSP had pro- 
posed that the Assembly not go into recess after the approval of the budget and, instead, 
solve the problems of our country ome by one, For 5 weeks the parliament has not been 
able to handle the very just and important issues of our pensioners, peasants, workers, 
civil servants and artisan brothers, We are responsible for the suffering of millions 
of our citizens, Let us take action together as of tomorrow, let us first elect a 
president with @ national view and then try to jointly deal with the problems of our 
nacion and rapidly solve then, 


Py 


It was @lso announced that Erbakan has deferred his countrywide tour due to the delay 
in the presidential elections, 


MILITARY COURT RELEASES THREE LEFTIST TEACHERS 
7TA091729 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 9 Apr 80 TA 


(Text) The Third Military Court of the Ankara Martial Law Command has decided to release 
Sehmuz Pik, Erdem Uzun and Muammer Toprakci, three TOB SER [Turkish Teachers Unity and 
Solidarity Association] branch leaders who were under arrest during their trial, The 
military court reached this decision today after consulting with legal experts. TOB DER 
leader Gultekin Gazioglu as well as other officials are being tried for violating the 
associations law, for attempts to incite, for procommunist propaganda and for publicly 
insulting the state military and security forces, 


Yr 
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CABINET MEETS TO DISCUSS DOMESTIC, INTERNATIONAL ISSUES 
TA101242 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1000 GMT 10 Apr 80 TA 


[Text] Prime Minister Suleyman Demirel has said that the state is well aware of the 
identity of the murder networks which create terror incidents in Turkey and that these 
networks will not be able to escape the clutches of the law, 


In @ statement preceding the Council of Ministers meeting held at 1100 today, Demirel 
said that @11 of Turkey's important problems were on the cabinet's agenda and that 
efforts were being exerted to solve them, WNoting that significant developments vere 
taking place in the region in which Turkey is s.tuated, Demirel said: I am concerned 
about certain disturbing developments in the region, International issues will be 
reassessed at today's Council of Ministers meting. 


In reply to @ question by @ Journalist about the increase in anarchic incidents, Demirel 
Said that the state had launched a full-scale struggle against anarchy and that it would 
punish all those who caused so much grief and pain in the country. Demirel said; 


(Begin recording] Every possible measure is being taken, There are certain murder net. 
works, the identity of which the state is aware, Sooner or later they will surrender 
to the state forces and law, Terrorism is Turkey's biggest problem, We cam to power 
claiming that Turkey needs peace and tranquillity. Maybe it is possible to measure 
certain things according to their dimensions and mumbers, I @m mot against that, Howe 
ever, every possible measure is being taken; there is nothing else to be done. What 
will happen? Are we helpless? Wo, I have never acknowledged that we are impotent, 
The State of the Turkish Republic will definitely make these murder networks, which 
destroy @nother family each day, regret their deeds, Wo one can avoid the law, We are 
determined to wage this struggle through legal means -semaining on legal grounds and 
employing the state's legal forces, I will meet again with the martial law commanders 
on 16 April. Everything will be reviewd, ‘The National Security Council will meet on 
18 April to decide whether or not to extend martial law, [end recording] 


In reply to a question by @ journalist on whether or not the presidential election will 
drag on for @ while, Demirel said that secret ballots were being cast and that @ group 
decision could not be taken, Woting that @ president is elected when the Turkish Grand 
Wational Assembly members agree upon &@ candidate to be nominated from among the Grand 
Wational Assembly members, Demirel said that the Justice Party tendency was to nominate 
Sadettin Bilgic [Justice Party deputy from Istanbul], Recalling that the National Sal. 
vation Party [NSP] and the Nationalist Action Party [NAP] had earlier amnounced that 
they would vote in favor of @ Justice Party candidate, Demirel said; 


[Begin recording] ‘The phrase “party candidate” exists in neither the laws nor in the 
Constitution, A candidate will be nominated, Deputies and senators will support that 


candidate, Wow there is a candidate whom the NSP has proposed to us. I also met with the 
leader of the WAP, the honorable Turkes, What I mean is I met him earlier. He tole me that 


the WAP vill vote in favor of @ candidate from the Justice Party, Wow, the issue has 
reached @ certain point, I hope that @ candidate who will win the support of parties 
Will be nominated today, I hope that @ consensus will be reached, let me tell you that 
every effort will be made toward reaching a consensus, [end recording] 
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ISTANBUL PAPERS DISCUSS SBIATORS' VISIT, U.S. FOREIGN POLICY 
TERCUMAN Article 

NC1007%0 Istanbul TERCUMAN in Turkish 6 Apr 80 p 4 Jc 

[Article by Fahir Armaoglu: "The Assessment of the United States") 


(Text } It would be wrong to consider the visit of the four American senators to Ankara 
and Athens yesterday within the narrow framework of the Turkish-Greek dispute. As these 
four senators were visiting Turkey and Greece, a four-member delegation of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee of the House of Representatives was visiting Morocco, The delegation 
will also visit Algeria and Tunisia, 


These activities of the U.S. Congress stress two points: The first poirt is that the 
U.S. Congress carries more weight in foreign policy than the U.S. Goverment. Its role 
in foreign policy, which has gradually increased since 1975 when the Vietnam war ended, 
is even more assertive nowadays. 


The second point is that, following the events in Iran and Afghanistan, both the U.5. 
Govermment and Congress have been engaged in an assessment of U.S. foreign policy. This 
applies particularly to the formation of a security system in the Middle East. The U 5, 
Goverment and the U.S. Congress also wish to develop closer cooperation with friends 
and allies, 


If we look at the matter from this angle, the elimination of differences between Turkey 
and Greece and the strengthening of the southeastern wing of NATO is of profound import- 
ance. But it is also observed that, when this is done, Turkey will be asked to play a more 
active role in Middle East policy since Turkey has now become the cornerstone in any Middle 
East combination. 


It must be admitted that the events in Iran and Afghanistan have created a delicate 
situation in the region for Turkey also, Any measures to be taken will contribute to the 
security of Turkey as well, But certain conditions have to be met if Turkey is to be 
able to assume a role in any system of measures, Firstly, Turkey has to resolve its 
economic problems as quickly as possible. Secondly, at least some of the major 

Arab states south of Turkey must adopt a favorable attitude toward such a syste, 
Thirdly, concrete steps must be taken toward the realization of a comprehensive and 
substantial peace between the Arabs and Israel. 


GUNAYDDI Remarks 
NC100836 Istanbul GUNAYDIN in Turkish 8 Apr 80 p 5 NC 


("The Situation in Ankara” column by Teoman Erel: "The Terms 'To Be in Harmony With' and 
'To Be Limited By! Make a Difference in the Gulf,.."] 


[Excerpts] There was a great deal of wrangling over certain terms during the discussion 
of the Turkish-U.5., defense cooperation agreement, which is to be submitted to our parlia- 
ment for ratification. 


The U.S. authorities wanted the use of these bases not to be confined to only watching 
the Soviet Union and Bulgaria, which form part of the Warsaw Pact, but also to be used 
for the protection of U.S, interests in the Middle Mast, In fact, technically speaking, 
it is impossible for Turkey to exercise adequate control over the use of these bases in 
the Middle East and the Persian Gulf, 
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Our negotiators maintained that “the installations on our territory can be used oly within 
the limits of NATO objectives.” But the Americans resorted to maneuvering with words to 
convince our men, saying: “Instead of saying ‘within the limits of the NATO objectives,! 
Say ‘in harmony with’ the NATO objectives. There must be some flexibility.” Eventually 
both sides had to drop the term ‘in harmony with.' It has thus been accepted, in 
principle at least, that Turkey does not wish to participate in any Western operation 
against countries such as Syria, Iraq and Iran and that it will not permit the use of 

bases on its territory for certain plans in the Middle East, 


It is understood that the United States does not consider it in its interests for Turkey 
to refrain from acting as the advance guard of the West in any intervention that may be 
undertaken in the Middle East and the Persian Gulf and, of course, pressure results from 
this. This is the most important issue taken up by the visiting U.S. senators. They will 
either involve Turkey openly in any action that they may be taking in the Middle East or 
they will stretch the NATO objectives to the limit and in this way obtain results, 


Our competent officials appear to be cautious for the time being. Prime Minister 
Suleyman Demirel is reported to have told the American senators that Turkey would try to 
continue its development efforts by maintaining friendly relations with its neighbors. 
Demirel is also quoted as saying: "We wish to remain at peace." 


But the senators very politely insisted on their own views, In their contacts with 
both Prime Minister Demirel and Senate Foreign Relations Committee Chairman and Justice 
Party Member Sitki Yircalli, they repeated their demands in diplomatic style. Look at 
the sweet language Senator Howard Baker used to persuade Turkey to get involved in the 
Middle East situation: “In view of the increasing Soviet danger and in light of the 
latest developments in the Gulf region, we find it extremely useful to learn the views 
of Turkey, which is under a Soviet military threat. The purpose of our visit is not to 
obtain information but to seek your advice, We need your recommendations because you 
know the countries of the Middle East and the Persian Gulf from close quarters," 


This is what Sitki Yircalli said in reply: “From time to time our American friends have 
considered matters one-sidedly. Because of its geopolitical position Turkey has to 
preserve its place in the alliances of which it is a member and also maintain friendly 
relations with its neighbors for the purpose of protecting its independence and its 
democratic regime." 


Turkey has to be on friendly terms with Iraq and Iran because it needs their oil, It is, 
therefore, compelled to reject the task of being the advance guard of the West in the 
Middle East and to avoid marring its relations with the Arabs, 


These American friends of ours are extraordinarily original people, On the one hand they 
impose an embargo on us and on the other they want us to embark on adventures by 
torpedoing our friendly relations with our neighbors, from whom we must obtain oil] and 
credit. On the one hand, they attempt to make a broad interpretation of our NATO 
membership and push us to the Middle Fast and the Persian Gulf, and on the other they say 
that the Turkish Army cannot fulfill its mission even within the framework of NATO, So 
much so that the U.S. Government goes to the extent of telling the world in a nice way 
that 50 percent of the arms and equipmerit of the Turkish Army is unserviceable and 


unrepa irable,. 


Looking at the vast amount of American aid flowing into Egypt and Israel, which have 
accepted the role of advance guards, one cannot help pondering deeply. 
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We wonder whether our involvement in the Middle East and the Persian Gulf is an absolute 
condition for getting aid fram the West. If this is the case, we must insist on the 
principle of “we do not undertake any mission outside the objectives of NATO, We do 
not want to act as an advance guard in the Middle Hast"--a principle which all our 
political parties seam to embrace. 


This is the least costly policy amd yet both honorable and safe. 
CUMHURIYET Commentary 
§CO91155 Istanbul CUMMURIYET in Turkish 7 Apr 80 p 3 WC 
("The World Today” column by Ali Sirmen: “It Is Up tothe Parliament To Decide") 


[Excerpts] The Turkish-U.S. defense cooperstionagreement was approved last week by the 
Council of Ministers. Wow it will have to be ratified by the parliaments of both 
countries. It would be ome of the greatest surprises of recent years if the U.5. Congress 
refused to ratify this agreement. It is difficult to believe that Washington would turn 
down such an inexpensive agreement at a time when it is looking for new watchdogs in the 
Middle Hast and new gendarmes in the Persian Gulf. This time even the Greek lobby does 
not seem capable of obstructing the ratification of the agreament. 


As to ratification of the agreement by the Turkishparliament, we believe that there are 
many reasons why our parliament should be extremely careful and turn down this rent -fetching 
and one-sidedagreement. Above all, the Turkish-U.5. defense agreement provides base 
facilities for the United States and, in return, it envisages playing some kind of rent 

to Turkey. but in no way removes the a@abargo on Turkey. For example, the arms and 
equipment, which we shall obtain from the United States against the rent envisaged by 

the agreement, will have to be used for roles and purposes to be indicated by the United 
States. Turkey will not be allowed to use them in accordance with its national policy. 
There is not a single provision in the agreement to prevent the United States from 
reimposing an arms q@mbargo on Turkey should Turkey fail to comply with this condition, 


On the other hand, the latest world developments indicate that the United States will 
need a new watchman in the Middle East and a new police force stretching as far as the 
Persian Gulf. It is already known that the United States wishes to assign this role to 
Turkey and that Turkey has asked too high a price, So at this moment the United States 
seams to have decided ti) settle only for bases at a much lower price. 


Under these conditions it is highly probably that the Turkish-U.5. defense cooperation 
agreement might be used for new political purposes and targets outside the framework of 
NATO; this would heap more tension on our country and once again push it into isolation, 


In fact, when the Demirel minority goverment submits the agreement, our parliament will 
have the task of subjecting it to a very meticulous examination and reject all the 
provisions in it that run counter to the interests of our country, Then again it is 
probable that the party in power will use the current economic situation in Turkey to 
pressure the parliament and argue that economic aid depends on the ratification of the 
agrement. As a matter of fact, Turgut Ozal, the right hand of big capital, has recently 
been making speeches in support of this view. He has been emphasizing that Turkey, as 

a fortress of NATO in the Middle East, deserves aid, 


More than once we have very clearly observed that these allegations are not valid at ali. 
There will undoubtedly be persons in the parliament to refute these allegations. 
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EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES 
EEC COUNTRIES CALL ON IRAN TO RELZASE HOSTAGES 
WC100940 Paris AFP in English 0951 GMT 10 Apr 80 wc 


[Text] Lisbon, April 10 (APP) «<The nine member countries of the European Economic Com- 
munity (EEC) will call om Iran immediately to release the American Embassy hostages, an 
official declaration said after the nine foreign ministers met here today. 


The Iranian attitude in the hostages crisis was unacceptable, the Nine said in a declara- 
tion adopted at a meeting in the [Italian Embassy, 


The meeting was held prior to @ session of the Council of Europe here today when the 
hostages question was expected to be discussed, 


The Nine expressed their solidarity with the United States and the American people and 
their great concern at what they called "this serious and prolonged breach of the funda- 
mental rules of international law". 


Ambassadors of EEC member countries will contact Iranian President Abolhassan Bani~dadr 
to seek the release of the hostages, and obtain from the Iranian authorities details on 
the timing and methods of release, the declaration said, 


BENELUX 
KING ACCEPTS RES IOWATION OF MARTENS GOVERNMENT 
1p091238 Brussels Domestic Service in French 1100 GMT 9 Apr 80 ID 


[Excerpts] A long morning of waiting ended with the short communique which we received 
from the palace at 1210, and which we gave you as 4@ flash at 1212.4 communique announcing 
that the king has accepted the resignation of the Martens government, which he charges 
with continuing its current business, Another detail; The king will start his consul- 
tations on a new government this afternoon at the palace, 


The prime minister returned from Chateau de Laaken at 1220 and made the following state- 
ment: 


(Begin Martens recording] Gentlemen: As you know, last week I submitted the resignation 
of the government to the king after it turned out that 4 two-thirds majority had not been 
attained in the Senate in the vote on article 5 of the bill on revising commmnities, This 
was in spite of the fact that the parties of the majority have @ two-thirds majority in 
the Senate, At that time the king reserved his reply anéd charged the prime minister 

with checking on whether it was possible to find @ speedy solution to the present crisis, 


I delivered @ report to the king on this matter last night and this morning, As the 
palace communique has informed you, the king has accepted the government's resignation 
and has charged the government with taking care of current business, 


Prom this you can deduce that I have had numerous contacts since last Thursday, and it 
was not possible to find @ speedy solution satisfactory for the present crisis, The 
minimum of recipre°! canfidence which is necessary for this can apparently no longer 
be obtained, 
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The government has always made -wight to the end-.«fforts to implement the governmen- 
tal cause, It engaged in @ dialog with parliament on the bill. Im this context, and 
respecting the necessary political balance, major modifications were made to the bill. 
The government had announced from the very beginning that it would link its fate to the 
acceptance or rejection of the bill, The normal rules of parliamentary democracy vere 
followed, The government is still aware of the serious consequences which its resigna- 
tion can have for the country in the present circumstances, 


In respect of existing regulations the government will do all it can to safeguard the 
country's essential interests and those of the population in carrying out essential 
business, [end recording] 

CYPRUS 
DENKTAS ACCUSES KIPRIANOU OF REJECTING AGREEMENT WITH MAKARIOS 


TA091724 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 1530 GMT 9 Apr 80 TA 


[Text] President Rauf Denktas has said that Greek Cypriot administration leader Kiprianou 
does not want to sit at the negotiating table because he regards the principles envisaged 
by the Denktas Makarios agreement to be detrimental to ‘he Greek Cypriots! cause, The 
Denktas Makarios agreement, which was signed on 27 February 1977, envisages the establish. 
ment of an independent, nonalined federal republic based on the existence of the two 
commnities, In @ statement to a London magazine, Denktas claimed that Kiprianou is 
trying to alter this agreement. 
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